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ceedings. 

Only  brief  summaries  are  given  of  the  speeches  in 
discussion;  it  is  hoped  that  they  will  be  sufficient  to  make  an 
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OPENING  SESSION. 

Monday,  August  29th,  1938. 

After  a service  in  the  Chapel  conducted  by  the  Archbishop 
of  York  at  8.15  p.m.,  the  Committee  assembled  at  8.45  p.m. 

The  roll  of  those  present  was  called. 

In  the  name  of  the  Committee  the  Chairman  welcomed 
those  who  were  attending  as  substitutes  for  absent  members 
and  as  visitors.  He  expressed  the  wish  that  visitors  would 
feel  free  to  contribute  to  the  discussions  of  the  Committee  and 
especially  asked  that  members  of  the  Youth  Group  should 
speak  what  was  in  their  minds. 

Letters  of  regret  for  absence  were  presented  from  the 
following  members: — Prof.  H.  S.  Alivisatos,  Dr.  R.  A.  Ash- 
worth, Bishop  Aulen,  Bishop  Azariah  of  Dornakal,  Dr.  G.  F. 
Barbour,  Prof.  C.  Bergendoff,  Archdeacon  Blackwood,  Baron 
v.  Boetzelaer  v.  Dubbeldam,  Bishop  Y.  T.  Brilioth,  Dr.  S.  M. 
Cavert,  Prof.  E.  Choisy,  Metropolitan  Christophoros,  Dr.  J.  R. 
Cunningham,  Principal  R.  Davidson,  Dr.  H.  P.  Douglass, 
Archbishop  of  Dublin,  Prof.  Angus  Dun,  Rev.  William 
Eveleigh,  Bishop  C.  W.  Flint,  Pastor  D.  N.  Furnajieff, 
Bishop  Fuglsang-Damgaard,  Dr.  A.  E.  Garvie,  Bishop  of 
Gippsland,  Bishop  S.  L.  Greene,  Mr.  Carl  Heath,  Dr.  Douglas 
Horton,  Prof.  J.  L.  Hromadka,  Archpriest  John  Janson, 
Bishop  Lehtonen,  Bishop  of  Lincoln,  Dr.  Wm.  B.  Lipphard, 
Dr.  W.  F.  Lofthouse,  Principal  C.  J.  Lucas,  Canon  Ibrahim 
Luka,  Bishop  F.  J.  McConnell,  Dr.  J.  H.  MacCracken,  Dr.  J. 
McKenzie,  Bishop  of  Down,  Prof.  T.  W.  Manson,  Very  Rev. 
W.  J.  Margetson,  Rev.  Hugh  Martin,  Prof.  F.  Menegoz,  Pastor 
W.  Monod,  Dr.  J.  R.  Mott,  Rev.  Epaminondas  Moura,  Dr. 
L.  S.  Mudge,  Bishop  of  Niagara,  Rev.  S.  Nishida,  Bishop 
E.  L.  Parsons,  Dr.  Albert  Peel,  Dr.  G.  C.  Pidgeon,  Dr.  Wm. 
H.  Powers  (substitute  for  Bishop  Flint),  Bishop  Rahamagi, 
Principal  W.  Robinson,  Dr.  E.  F.  Romig,  Dr.  J.  A.  Rust, 
Rev.  William  Short,  Dean  W.  L.  Sperry,  Dr.  J.  Ross 
Stevenson,  Bishop  Craig  Stewart,  Dr.  H.  F.  Swartz,  Dr.  J.  S. 
Ladd  Thomas,  Archbishop  of  Toronto,  Rev.  Epigmenio 
Velasco,  Dr.  A.  L.  Warnshuis,  Rev.  Alan  C.  Watson, 
Dr.  A.  R.  Wentz,  the  Dean  of  York. 

The  Chairman  reported  the  deaths  of  the  following  mem- 
bers, and  those  present  stood  as  a mark  of  respect : — Bishop 
W.  H.  Heard,  Dr.  Augustus  Steimle,  Prof.  Frank  Gavin,  His 
Holiness  Khoren,  Rt.  Rev.  Josef  Soucek,  Bischof  D.  Paul  Th. 
Jensen,  Bishop  F.  B.  Fischer,  Dr.  H.  L.  Elderdice. 
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The  Committee  desired  the  Rev.  F.  J.  Bloodgood  to 
convey  to  Bishop  Craig  Stewart  of  Chicago  its  greetings,  its 
sympathy  with  him  in  his  serious  illness,  and  best  wishes  for 
his  complete  recovery. 

The  programme  for  the  meeting  submitted  by  the  Secre- 
tary in  consultation  with  the  Executive  Committee  was 
received  and  adopted. 

It  was  decided  that  the  opening  prayers  on  the  following 
days  should  be  held  in  the  chapel.  These  were  conducted 
by  Pastor  Boegner,  Professor  Staehelin  and  the  Rev.  M.  E. 
Aubrey.  Closing  prayers  in  the  Hall  were  led  by  the  Rev.  S. 
Boulgakoff,  Bishop  Storen,  and  Archbishop  Germanos. 

The  Chairman  addressed  the  meeting.  He  said  that 
the  meeting  this  year  was  of  special  importance.  We  were  no 
longer  engaged  as  we  had  been  during  the  last  years  in  doing 
the  preparatory  work  for  a Conference  on  lines  already  marked 
out.  We  were  now  starting  again  on  seas  that  were  so  far 
uncharted,  and  the  chart  that  we  drew  would  have  a very  great 
effect  on  the  course  of  our  Movement  in  the  next  period.  It 
was  most  important  that  the  questions  which  were  really  the 
live  questions  in  the  minds  of  those  who  formed  our  constitu- 
encies should  be  clearly  stated  so  that  the  commissions  to  be 
appointed  should  be  given  terms  of  reference  which  would  deal 
with  the  matters  that  really  needed  to  be  dealt  with.  Within 
..the  one  subject  of  the  Doctrine  of  the  Church  commended  to 
the  Committee  by  the  Edinburgh  Conference  there  was  a great 
variety  of  problems  and  different  lines  of  approach,  and  these 
should  be  clearly  brought  out  into  the  open  as  early  as  possible. 
And  here  especially  it  was  important  that  members  of  the 
Youth  Group  should  open  the  eyes  of  their  elders  to  the 
questions  that  they  saw  to  be  of  first  importance. 
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BUSINESS  SESSIONS. 

Secretary’s  Report. 

The  Secretary  reported  that  the  volume  containing  the  full 
record  of  the  proceedings  at  Edinburgh  was  now  ready  and 
published  by  the  Student  Christian  Movement  Press  in  England 
and  the  Macmillan  Co.  in  America.  It  was  hoped  that  French 
and  German  editions  would  also  be  published,  and  negotiations 
were  being  carried  on  towards  this  end. 

The  Report  of  the  Edinburgh  Conference  was  sent 
officially  to  the  participating  churches  in  the  autumn  of  1937 
with  a request  that  they  should  take  it  into  consideration  and 
send  in  their  considered  judgment  upon  it.  Up  to  date  he  had 
received  official  statements  giving  such  judgment  from  two 
churches:  the  Baptist  Union  of  Scotland  and  the  Congrega- 
tional Union  of  Scotland.  The  Methodist  Church  (Great 
Britain)  had  taken  the  Report  into  consideration  at  its  1938 
Conference.  He  had  seen  press  reports  of  this,  but  had  not 
yet  received  the  official  text  of  what  had  been  done.  The 
Church  of  Ireland  had  also  considered  the  Report  at  its  General 
Synod  this  year  and  had  approved  a statement  of  which  he 
was  expecting  to  receive  the  official  text  in  the  near  future. 
The  Church  of  England  had  appointed  a special  Committee  to 
examine  the  Report.  The  Church  of  Sweden  had  arranged 
for  the  appointment  of  a Commission  appointed  by  the  Theolo- 
gical Faculties  of  Uppsala  and  Lund.  This  Commission  would 
report  to  the  Assembly  of  the  Swedish  Bishops  which  would 
declare  its  opinion  on  it.  Similar  action  had  been  taken  by 
the  Disciples  of  Christ  in  America  and  the  Churches  of  Christ 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  who  would  send  in  a joint  state- 
ment. The  General  Assembly  of  the  South  India  United 
Church  had  referred  the  Report  to  its  Committee  on  Church 
Union  to  prepare  for  fuller  consideration  at  its  next  session. 
He  had  much  evidence  of  other  churches  giving  equally  serious 
consideration  to  the  Report. 

There  was  no  need  to  say  anything  about  the  Utrecht 
Conference  in  May  or  about  the  plans  for  the  future  work  of 
the  Movement  as  all  he  had  to  say  on  these  matters  was  to  be 
found  in  the  printed  programme  for  the  meeting. 

He  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  certain 
important  events  in  the  field  of  church  unity  which  had  taken 
place  during  the  past  year,  notably  the  accomplished  union 
of  the  Methodist  Church  in  the  United  States  and  of  the  Re- 
formed Churches  of  France,  and  the  negotiations  proceeding 
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between  the  Episcopal  Church  and  the  Presbyterian  Church 
in  the  United  States  and  between  the  Congregationalists, 
Methodists  and  Presbyterians  in  Wales.  There  was  also  pro- 
gress to  be  reported  in  South  India.  He  hoped  that  members 
present  who  had  first  hand  knowledge  of  these  developments 
would  be  able  to  give  the  Committee  information  about  them. 

Pastor  Boegner,  Pastor  Merle  d'Aubigne,  the  Rev. 
F.  J.  Bloodgood,  the  Rev.  A.  Wellesley  Jones  and  Bishop 
Palmer  then  briefly  addressed  the  Committee  on  these  sub- 
jects and  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  gave  an  account  of  the 
rapprochement  between  the  Church  of  England  and  the 
Churches  of  Esthonia  and  Latvia. 

Co-options  and  Appointments. 

1.  It  was  agreed  to  invite  the  Most  Rev.  J.  G.  F.  Day, 
D.D.,  Archbishop  of  Armagh,  to  fill  the  place  vacated  by  the 
resignation  of  the  Rt.  Rev.  J.  F.  McNeice,  Bishop  of  Down, 
and  the  Rev.  W.  H.  Greever,  D.D.,  to  fill  that  vacated  by  the 
death  of  the  Rev.  A.  Steimle,  D.D. 

The  Rev.  H.  W.  Rennison  was  co-opted  as  a member  of 
the  Committee. 

2.  It  was  resolved  to  ask  the  following  to  represent  the 
Committee  at  the  meeting  of  the  International  Missionary 
Council  to  be  held  in  India  in  December,  1938 : Bishop  Azariah 
of  Dornakal,  Baron  v.  Boetzelaer  v.  Dubbeldam,  and  Dr. 
Visser  T Hooft. 

“ The  Second  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order.” 

The  Secretary  was  instructed  to  convey  to  the  Student 
Christian  Movement  Press  Ltd.  the  thanks  of  the  Committee 
for  its  valuable  assistance  in  the  publication  of  the  volume 
containing  the  record  of  the  Edinburgh  Conference  entitled 
The  Second  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order. 

It  was  announced  that  the  Executive  Committee  had 
arranged  for  the  publication  of  a French  edition  of  this  volume 
under  the  editorship  of  Prof.  Clavier,  and  the  thanks  of  the 
Committee  were  expressed  to  Prof.  Clavier  for  having  under- 
taken this  work. 

It  was  also  announced  that  steps  were  being  taken  to 
secure  the  publication  of  an  edition  in  German. 

Relation  to  the  Proposed  World  Council  of  Churches. 

The  Constitution. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  Constitution,  etc.,  drawn  up  by 
the  Committee  of  Fourteen  after  consultation  with  the  Utrecht 
Conference  in  May,  1938,  had  been  circulated  to  the  members 
of  the  Committee. 
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The  Chairman  in  introducing  the  subject  said  that  what 
was  entrusted  to  the  Committee  was  to  decide  whether  the 
Constitution  drawn  up  at  Utrecht  conformed  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  Edinburgh  Conference.  He  reviewed  the  history 
of  the  discussions  which  had  led  to  this  formulation.  He  sug- 
gested that  the  last  clause  in  the  section  on  “ Appointment  of 
Commissions  ” should  read:  “ There  shall  be  a Faith  and 
Order  Commission  which  shall  conform  to  the  requirements 
of  the  second  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  held  at 
Edinburgh  in  1937/'  and  that  those  requirements  should  be 
printed  in  full  somewhere  in  the  document  itself.  If  that  were 
done  then  the  document  would  seem  to  him  to  meet  the  Edin- 
burgh requirements  and  he  hoped  it  would  seem  so  to  others 
as  well. 

He  then  explained  that  to  avoid  confusion  what  had  been 
called  the  “ Central  Council  ” in  the  proposals  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Thirty -five  was  now  called  the  “Central  Committee.' ' 

The  Utrecht  Conference  had  adopted  as  the  theological 
basis  for  the  World  Council  the  basis  which  had  always  been 
that  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement.  They  knew  that  this 
would  be  unwelcome  to  many  who  had  hitherto  taken  part  in 
activities  of  the  Life  and  Work  Movement;  this  was  very 
clearly  considered  at  Utrecht,  but  the  decision  was  unanimous. 
It  seemed  to  him,  however,  that  it  would  be  permissible  for 
the  Assembly  to  appoint  commissions  containing  members  who 
could  not  be  members  of  the  Council  itself,  and  that  would  be 
a point  for  the  Assembly  to  determine. 

The  reason  that  much  more  space  was  given  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  Central  Committee  than  to  that  of  the 
Assembly  was  because  the  former  was  more  difficult  to  work 
out  in  practice  owing  to  its  smaller  total  number.  It  was 
intended  that  the  Assembly  should  always  be  the  principal 
authority.  Both  the  Assembly  and  the  Committee  were  to  be 
appointed  by  the  churches;  where  there  was  a numerical  allot- 
ment by  areas  the  places  allotted  to  each  area  were  to  be  filled 
by  the  churches  in  it  and  not  by  any  other  body  acting  on  their 
behalf.  In  Great  Britain,  for  example,  the  twelve  places  on 
the  Committee  would  have  to  be  allocated  by  some  means  or 
other  among  the  churches,  and  the  churches  would  then  choose 
their  members.  As  for  the  Assembly,  the  number  450  was 
fixed  by  calculating  the  minimum  which  would  allow  to  each 
church  at  least  one  place.  There  were  difficulties  in  deter- 
mining what  constituted  a church  and  these  would  need 
consideration. 

The  Committee  could  not  come  into  existence  until  the 
Assembly  met  and  until  then  everything  would  be  provisional 
as  was  required  at  Edinburgh.  It  was  contemplated  that  it 
might  be  necessary  to  call  together  some  further  provisional 
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consultative  gathering  in  1940  to  be  constituted  on  the  basis 
proposed  for  the  Central  Committee. 

The  Provisional  Committee  would  meet  on  Friday  to 
receive  the  decision  of  this  Committee  and  the  question  before 
it  was:  does  this  Constitution  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Edinburgh  Conference? 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  : How  is  a Faith  and  Order 
Conference  to  be  constituted  in  the  future  ? Will  it  be  directly 
appointed  by  the  churches  as  at  present  or  will  this  Central 
Council  have  any  authority  over  it? 

The  Chairman  : I anticipate  that  any  future  World 
Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  would  be  appointed  as  in  the 
past.  There  is  nothing  actually  about  this  in  the  Constitution, 
but  I cannot  conceive  any  other  method  being  adopted.  So 
far  as  the  Continuation  Committee  is  concerned  we  are  elected 
by  the  Edinburgh  Conference  and  maintain  our  existence  by 
co-option.  The  Assembly  of  the  World  Council  could  either 
continue  this  system  or  add  other  members  as  it  thought  fit. 

The  Secretary  suggested  that  in  (d)  of  the  Edinburgh 
requirements  the  word  “ basis  ” meant  more  than  merely 
theological  basis  and  would  include  representation  of  churches 
as  the  basis  of  another  World  Conference. 

The  Chairman  accepted  this,  but  thought  the  Continua- 
tion Committee  was  competent  to  decide  on  the  interpretation 
of  this  clause. 

Dr.  Macdonald  : If  in  the  future  a new  World  Con- 
ference on  Faith  and  Order  were  appointed  by  the  churches 
and  then  set  up  its  own  Continuation  Committee,  what  would 
be  its  situation?  How  would  it  be  related  to  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  of  the  World  Council?  What  guarantee 
would  there  be  that  in  appointments  made  by  the  Council  to 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  proper  selection  would  be 
made  so  that  Faith  and  Order  would  not  be  absorbed  in  Life 
and  Work?  Might  it  not  happen  that  some  future  Council 
would  have  a large  majority  of  members  whose  sympathies 
were  with  the  Life  and  Work  activities,  with  the  result  that 
Faith  and  Order  would  be  side-tracked? 

The  Chairman:  There  are  no  provisions  in  the  Con- 
stitution to  determine  what  would  happen  after  calling  another 
World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order — and  I don’t  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  insert  them;  we  had  better  leave  our  successors 
free.  I am  quite  sure  that  whatever  is  done  would  be  done  by 
agreement  through  the  wisdom  and  goodwill  of  those  then 
assembled. 

Without  doubt  in  many  quarters  there  is  anxiety  lest  one 
Movement  should  swallow  another.  Here  we  are  concerned 
for  Faith  and  Order,  but  I am  told  that  Life  and  Work  is  in  a 
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panic  lest  it  be  swallowed  up  by  Faith  and  Order.  The 
churches  are  accustomed  to  deal  with  our  problems  and  can 
easily  supply  collaborators.  It  is  not  so  with  many  Life  and 
Work  problems;  that  was  why  there  had  to  be  so  large  a pro- 
portion of  co-opted  members  at  Oxford.  Our  main  safeguard 
is  our  insistence  on  direct  appointment  by  the  churches. 

Dr.  Newton  Flew  : I want  to  ask  that  that  part  of  the 
President’s  opening  exposition  should  be  incorporated  in  the 
text  of  the  Constitution.  It  puts  a totally  different  complexion 
on  the  proviso  in  V (i).  As  it  stands  that  does  not  look  as 
though  it  meant  that  every  church  should  have  at  least  one 
representative  on  the  Assembly.  It  is  most  important  to  have 
this  made  clear  if  we  are  to  commend  the  scheme  to  the 
churches  with  any  hope  of  success.  There  is  no  likelihood 
that  all  the  great  denominations  in  Great  Britain,  for  example, 
can  be  represented  on  the  Central  Committee.  It  is  all  the 
more  important  that  it  should  be  made  quite  clear  that  they 
shall  be  represented  on  the  Assembly. 

Rev.  A.  Wellesley  Jones  said  he  was  rather  concerned 
about  Wales  in  this  matter.  He  asked  what  was  meant  by 
41  groups  of  churches  ” in  V (i).  In  Wales  there  were  five 
chief  denominations  and  other  smaller  ones,  and  the  scheme 
for  the  Central  Committee  seemed  to  provide  for  very  dis- 
proportionate representation. 

The  Chairman  said  that  the  figure  for  the  Assembly,  450, 
was  five  times  that  of  the  Central  Committee  and  there  would 
therefore  be  60  representatives  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
on  the  Assembly.  These  places  would  have  to  be  allocated, 
but  there  would  be  enough  to  give  reasonable  representation 
to  all.  For  the  Central  Committee  there  would  have  to  be 
either  grouping  or  rotation  or  else  a body  too  big  to  meet 
regularly  and  fulfil  its  functions.  The  phrase  “ groups  of 
churches  ” was  put  in  to  meet  the  needs  of  some  churches  in 
the  Far  East  and  some  very  small  churches  elsewhere  where 
there  were  special  difficulties.  At  the  meeting  of  the  Inter- 
national Missionary  Council  in  India  in  December  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  to  be  discussed  was  the  very  difficult 
question  of  how  these  Far  Eastern  churches  could  be  repre- 
sented in  oecumenical  gatherings. 

Professor  Hartford  : The  question  before  us  is,  Does 
the  Constitution  supply  the  guarantees  required  by  Edinburgh? 
I am  conscious  of  much  disquiet  on  this  subject  in  many 
circles,  and  while  I am  full  of  admiration  for  the  endeavours 
that  have  been  made  by  those  who  drafted  this  Constitution, 
I am  not  satisfied  that  ( d ) is  fulfilled.  I want  to  suggest  that 
it  should  be  inserted  at  the  end  of  III  (1)  introduced  by  the 
words:  “ provided  always  that  . . 
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Dr.  Macdonald  : If  this  is  meant  to  be  a direct  recom- 
mendation to  the  Provisional  Committee  I desire  to  second  it. 

The  Chairman  pointed  out  that  if  the  Committee  wished 
to  make  its  approval  of  the  Constitution  conditional  on  the 
acceptance  of  any  amendments  it  might  be  necessary  to  appoint 
a body  to  review  the  situation  after  the  Provisional  Committee 
had  met  on  Friday  and  decide  whether  the  conditions  had  been 
fulfilled. 

Dr.  Newton  Flew:  I feel  that  we  must  be  thinking  of 
the  interests  of  the  Life  and  Work  people  who  are  not  here  as 
well  as  of  our  own.  I have  to  represent  two  sets  of  people,  the 
Methodist  delegates  both  to  Oxford  and  to  Edinburgh.  Both 
presented  reports  to  our  Methodist  Conference  when  it  met  in 
July,  and  both  laid  stress  on  the  importance  of  both  Movements 
having  freedom  to  go  on  with  their  own  work.  I should  like 
to  have  words  incorporated  in  this  section  of  the  Constitution 
which  would  show  that  each  Movement  is  expected  to  continue 
its  own  distinctive  work  in  its  own  distinctive  way. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester:  Paragraph  VI  speaks  of 
the  Central  Committee  exercising  general  supervision  over  the 
commissions.  What  kind  of  supervision  is  it  intended  to 
empower  the  Central  Committee  to  exercise?  A theological 
commission  should  be  left  as  free  as  possible. 

The  Chairman  said  that  he  did  not  anticipate  any  danger 
here  because  he  thought  that  any  Assembly  or  Central  Com- 
mitteee  would  be  alive  to  the  interests  for  which  the  Bishop 
of  Gloucester  stood.  The  paragraph  probably  referred  to 
practical  matters,  for  example,  finance.  He  reminded  the 
Committee  of  the  financial  difficulties  through  which  both 
Movements  had  passed  and  pointed  out  that  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  carry  on  in  the  future  on  the  old  basis.  Experi- 
ence, for  example  in  Scandinavia,  had  shown  that  a joint 
appeal  would  be  far  more  profitable.  The  main  point  would 
probably  be  concerned  with  the  allocation  of  funds,  and 
guarantee  (c)  which  was  to  secure  this  had  been  accepted  in 
perfectly  good  faith.  He  could  not  anticipate  any  interference 
with  the  theological  work  of  Faith  and  Order,  any  attempt  to 
say,  “You  ought  to  be  studying  this  or  that  subject  instead  of 
that  which  arises  naturally  out  of  your  own  work.” 

The  Archbishop  of  the  West  Indies  said  that  as  repre- 
senting one  small  group  of  Anglican  dioceses  he  felt  certain 
difficulties  on  the  questions  both  of  representation  and  of 
support.  Their  Synod  would  not  meet  till  1940,  and  in  any 
case  it  would  be  extremely  difficulty  to  arrange  for  representa- 
tion of  his  Province.  Moreover,  it  had  never  been  easy  to 
secure  support  for  Faith  and  Order  there,  and  Life  and  Work, 
he  regretted  to  say,  was  practically  unknown.  At  present 
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there  was  no  enthusiasm  for  the  new  scheme.  He  hoped  that 
some  very  simple  explanation  would  be  printed  and  circulated 
over  the  signature  of  the  Archbishop  of  York. 

Dr.  Macdonald  : Is  it  not  conceivable  that  at  some 
future  date  the  World  Council  might  become  involved  with 
some  civil  government,  and  quite  properly  so?  And  might 
not  this  involve  Faith  and  Order  and  prevent  it  carrying  on 
its  work  ? 

Archdeacon  Monahan  wished  to  support  Dr.  Flew  and 
recommend  to  the  Committee  of  Fourteen  the  insertion  of  such 
words  as  he  had  suggested.  It  was  important  to  preserve 
Life  and  Work  as  well  as  Faith  and  Order.  There  ought  to 
be  no  question  of  either  being  absorbed  by  the  other  and 
what  Dr.  Macdonald  had  just  said  emphasised  this.  He  had 
been  told  by  a certain  Bishop  that  he  and  his  friends  were 
not  coming  to  Clarens  because  they  thought  that  Faith  and 
Order  was  being  confused  with  Life  and  Work.  It  would 
cause  great  harm  if  it  were  thought  that  Faith  and  Order  was 
being  committed  to  all  that  Life  and  Work  might  have  to  say 
on  political  and  similar  questions. 

He  wished  to  support  Professor  Hartford’s  amendment, 
but  Mr.  Aubrey  and  he  thought  that  it  would  be  better  inserted 
in  paragraph  VI  than  in  paragraph  III.  Himself,  he  wished 
that  Life  and  Work  would  have  some  similar  clause  inserted 
from  their  side. 

The  method  of  appointment  of  the  Central  Committee  was 
very  obscure.  Could  they  tell  the  Welsh  churches  that  they 
would  have  any  representation  at  all?  The  Governing  Body 
of  the  Church  in  Wales  would  be  satisfied  if  the  churches 
appointed  the  Assembly  and  then  the  Assembly  itself  appointed 
the  Central  Committee. 

The  Secretary  suggested  that  the  last  point  was  not  really 
the  business  of  the  Continuation  Committee,  but  that  it  might 
pass  a resolution  informing  the  Committee  of  Fourteen  that  it 
would  raise  no  objection  to  such  a method  of  appointment. 

Bishop  Palmer  : I understand  that  there  will  be  meet- 
ings every  five  years  of  the  Assembly,  a body  of  450,  as  big 
as  a World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  or  Life  and  Work. 
I thought  when  I read  this  that  it  meant  that  there  were  to  be 
no  more  of  these  latter,  their  place  being  taken  by  the 
Assembly.  Is  this  so?  If  not,  what  is  the  Assembly  to  do? 

The  Chairman  : It  has  always  been  contemplated  that 
there  will  be  further  World  Conferences  on  Faith  and  Order 
from  time  to  time,  though  probably  less  frequently  than 
heretofore,  and  if  we  should  in  our  Continuation  Committee 
and  its  commissions  reach  valuable  conclusions  on  the  subject 
of  the  Church,  for  example,  there  would  be  an  occasion  for 
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a Conference  to  deal  with  that  subject.  On  the  other  hand  I 
have  no  doubt  that  there  will  be  discussions  at  the  World 
Council  on  some  of  the  subjects  before  the  churches  in  the 
field  of  Faith  and  Order  as  well  as  that  of  Life  and  Work;  and 
part  of  the  purpose  of  the  World  Council  is  that  there  may 
be  occasions  when  these  matters  and  missionary  questions  are 
before  the  same  group  of  people  at  the  same  time,  in  order 
that  we  may  be  able  to  picture  to  ourselves  the  interrelation 
of  unity  questions,  and  the  impact  of  the  Church  on  social 
matters,  and  so  on.  And  this  can  only  be  done  if  the  same 
people  are  discussing  them  in  their  interrelations. 

Professor  Berkelbach  v.d.  Sprenkel  said  that  he  had 
been  asked  by  the  Remonstrant  Reformed  Church  of  Holland 
to  raise  an  objection  to  the  theological  basis  proposed,  and  to 
suggest  “ churches  which  believe  in  God  Almighty  and  in  His 
Son  Jesus  Christ  our  Lord  and  Saviour/’  He  did  not  say  that 
he  agreed  with  this  himself,  but  he  knew  that  it  was  an  im- 
portant matter  and  that  the  phrase  as  it  stood  was  awkward, 
and  so  he  hoped  that  the  Committee  of  Fourteen  would  take 
notice  of  this. 

The  Chairman:  This  is  really  business  for  the  Com- 
mittee of  Fourteen  and  not  for  us. 

Mr.  Hayman  asked  if  it  was  the  Chairman’s  ruling  that 
we  should  not  discuss  the  theological  basis.  If  not,  he  would 
like  to  say  something  on  the  subject. 

The  Chairman  ruled  that  we  could  not  make  any  decision 
on  this  question  a condition  of  approving  the  Constitution,  but 
could  express  opinions  about  it.  But  he  suggested  that  any 
such  discussion  should  be  deferred  until  the  business  strictly 
before  the  Committee  had  been  dealt  with.  He  reminded  the 
Committee  of  the  duty  entrusted  to  it,  to  consider  whether  the 
scheme  proposed  conformed  to  the  requirements  laid  down  at 
Edinburgh  and  if  not,  to  consider  what  amendments  would 
make  it  do  so.  On  other  points  it  could  express  opinions  which 
the  Committee  of  Fourteen  could  adopt  or  not  as  it  thought  fit. 
He  added  that,  though  he  had  been  ready  to  act  as  expositor 
of  the  scheme,  it  was  not  good  for  the  Chairman  to  advocate 
one  side  or  the  other  in  a discussion,  and  so  he  would  endeavour 
not  to  have  any  further  part  in  it.  Pastor  Boegner  would  in 
future  be  the  spokesman  for  the  scheme.  Other  members  were 
asked  to  speak  quite  freely. 

Professor  Hartford  : I want  to  ask  the  Committee  to 
consider  favourably  a proposal  which  I made  earlier  to-day. 
It  was  to  insert  certain  words,  taken  directly  from  the  Edin- 
burgh guarantees,  into  the  section  of  the  draft  Constitution 
headed  “ Functions.”  I wish  to  propose  that  there  be 
inserted  in  paragraph  III  at  the  close  of  subsection  6 the  words: 
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“ In  matters  of  common  interest  to  all  the  Churches  and  per- 
taining to  Faith  and  Order,  the  Council  shall  always  proceed 
in  accordance  with  the  basis  on  which  the  Lausanne  (1927)  and 
Edinburgh  (1937)  Conferences  were  called  and  conducted.” 

We  are  here  to  insist  on  the  guarantees  so  wisely  laid 
down  at  Edinburgh.  I want  to  ask  the  Committee  to  re- 
member that  it  is  our  duty  to  do  that  and  that  if  we  are  not 
satisfied  that  these  guarantees  are  incorporated  in  the  draft 
Constitution  we  must  reject  the  whole  scheme.  I find  no 
explicit  reference  in  the  Constitution  to  this  guarantee  ( d ), 
page  48.  Your  Grace  did  say  earlier  in  the  day  that  all  the 
guarantees  would  be  inserted  later  on  in  the  Constitution;  but 
I would  prefer  that  they  be  stated  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
Constitution  itself. 

I do  not  think  that  there  can  be  any  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction of  these  words,  for  as  I have  said,  they  are  taken  from 
the  Edinburgh  guarantees.  I attach  the  greatest  importance 
to  this  particular  guarantee  and  I believe  that  I am  not  alone  in 
so  doing.  We  want  in  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement  and 
especially  at  this  meeting  the  utmost  patience  and  goodwill. 
Any  repetition  of  the  procedure  at  Edinburgh  last  year  when  a 
militant  majority  dealt  so  roughly  with  a minority,  whose  con- 
victions were  just  as  sincere,  will  be  disastrous.  Granted  that  we 
are  committed  to  the  World  Council  surely  it  is  important  to  be 
certain  that  we  are  founding  it  on  a just  basis,  the  only  one 
likely  to  commend  itself  to  the  Churches  and  therefore  the  only 
one  likely  to  be  permanent.  So  I ask  that  the  proposal  that  I 
have  made  be  seriously  considered  and  that  it  be  added  as  an 
amendment  to  the  formal  motion  of  approval,  which,  as  I 
understand,  has  already  been  drafted.  I would  like  before  I 
sit  down  to  put  a further  point  to  Your  Grace,  and  here  let  me 
say  with  respect  how  much  we  are  all  indebted  to  Your  Grace’s 
patience  and  fairness.  In  the  Edinburgh  Report  it  is  said 
that  we  are  not  committed  to  the  details  of  the  scheme.  What 
I want  to  know  is  this,  what  body  will  approve  of  the  details? 
What  is  the  machinery  ? Can  we  alter  details  or  make  recom- 
mendations ? 

Again,  do  the  words  “ completed  plan  ” refer  to  the  docu- 
ment in  front  of  us  ? Surely  not,  and  surely  as  a Continuation 
Committee  we  could,  if  it  were  thought  desirable,  decide  to 
meet  again  next  year,  after  a more  mature  scheme  has  been 
introduced?  The  Committee  of  Fourteen  seems  a small  body 
to  deal  with  such  an  important  scheme.  In  regard  to  the 
meaning  of  the  word  “ basis  ” in  guarantee  ( d ),  page  48,  I am 
not  going  to  say  anything  at  this  stage.  It  will  come  up  again 
later,  and  I hope  that  when  it  does  we  shall  be  ready  to  accept 
a wide  interpretation.  It  does  not  in  my  opinion  refer  simply 
to  the  ‘ ‘ theological  ’ ’ basis  for  that  is  safeguarded  in  an  earlier 
clause. 


15 


The  Chairman  : It  is  quite  clear  that  the  Committee  of 
Fourteen  was  authorised  to  complete  the  plan  and  submit  it 
to  the  churches.  That  Committee  recognised  that  it  was  a 
very  small  body  and  for  that  reason  convened  and  consulted 
with  the  Utrecht  Conference  which  actually  provided  the 
scheme  for  which  the  Committee  of  Fourteen  is  technically 
responsible.  It  was  intended  to  be  the  completed  plan  and  is 
probably  as  complete  as  any  document  describing  a Constitu- 
tion in  advance  ever  can  be. 

Dr.  Macdonald  seconded  Professor  Hartford's  motion. 

The  Chairman  : Is  this  to  be  a condition  of  accepting  the 
scheme  or  a recommendation  to  the  Committee  of  Fourteen? 

Professor  Hartford  asked  that  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  motion  in  general  should  be  ascertained  and  the 
Committee  then  asked  to  decide  whether  it  should  be  a con- 
dition or  an  opinion. 

Rev.  W.  Paton  wished  to  ask  Professor  Hartford  a ques- 
tion. He  was  whole-heartedly  in  favour  of  the  scheme,  but 
would  vote  for  Professor  Hartford’s  motion  if  that  were  the 
critical  issue  which  would  decide  its  acceptance  or  rejection; 
but  he  wanted  to  know  what  Professor  Hartford  included  in  the 
word  " basis.”  At  Utrecht  it  was  thought  to  mean  simply  the 
theological  basis  and  the  principle  of  official  membership. 

Professor  Hartford  said  that  neither  Mr.  Paton  nor 
he  had  the  right  to  answer  that  question.  The  Edinburgh 
Conference  had  used  certain  words  in  describing  a guarantee 
and  he  wished  to  have  included  the  guarantee  in  the  words 
adopted  by  the  Edinburgh  Conference. 

Archdeacon  Monahan  pointed  out  that  Professor  Hart- 
ford was  asking  for  the  inclusion  of  guarantee  ( d ).  Guarantees 
( b ) and  ( e ) referred  to  Mr.  Patou’s  two  points  so  that  guarantee 
(d)  must  mean  something  more. 

Professor  Hartford  said  his  point  was  that  guarantee 
( d ) was  not  explicitly  incorporated  in  the  Constitution  else- 
where and  that  the  Committee  was  instructed  to  require  it. 

The  Secretary  suggested  that  the  word  “ basis  ” should 
be  interpreted  to  mean  the  four  principles  in  the  document 
which  was  issued  by  the  Executive  Committee  in  February, 
1937,  to  the  members  of  the  Committee  of  Thirty -Five,  and 
which  he  himself  had  read  in  his  address  to  the  Utrecht  Con- 
ference. He  then  read  to  the  Committee  the  following  passage 
from  that  document : 

“ From  the  start  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement  has  adhered 

consistently  to  the  following  four  fundamental  principles : 

1.  Its  main  work  is  to  draw  churches  out  of  isolation  into 

Conference  in  which  none  is  to  be  asked  to  be  disloyal  to  or 

compromise  its  convictions,  but  to  seek  to  explain  them  to  others 
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while  seeking  to  understand  their  points  of  view.  Irreconcil- 
able differences  are  to  be  recorded  as  honestly  as  agreements. 

2.  Its  conferences  are  to  be  conferences  of  delegates 
officially  appointed  by  the  churches  to  represent  them. 

3.  Invitations  to  take  part  in  these  conferences  are  to  be 
issued  to  ‘ all  Christian  bodies  throughout  the  world  which 
accept  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  as  God  and  Saviour.’  The  basis 
of  the  movement  is  thus  definitely  trinitarian. 

4.  Only  churches  themselves  are  competent  to  take  actual 
steps  towards  reunion  by  entering  into  negotiations  with  one 
another.  The  work  of  the  movement  is  not  to  formulate 
schemes  and  tell  the  churches  what  they  ought  to  do,  but  to 
act  as  the  handmaid  of  the  churches  in  the  preparatory  work 
of  clearing  away  misunderstandings,  discussing  obstacles  to 
reunion  and  possible  approaches  to  reunion,  and  issuing  reports 
which  are  submitted  to  the  churches  for  their  approval 

No  formal  vote  was  taken,  but  this  interpretation  of  the 
word  “ basis  ” in  this  context  was  accepted  by  the  Committee. 

Rev.  G.  Ankar  could  not  see  that  this  proposal  was  really 
necessary.  He  did  not  see  why  the  Committee  should  want  to 
insist  on  so  many  guarantees.  The  Faith  and  Order  Movement 
was  surely  quite  strong  enough  not  to  fear  for  its  future. 

Dr.  Macdonald  thought  that  the  discussion  had  become 
confused  because  of  the  word  “ basis  ” having  been  used  in 
two  different  senses  at  different  times.  He  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  substitute  the  words  “procedure  and  spirit”  for 
“basis”  in  Professor  Hartford's  motion. 

Professor  Hartford  said  that  his  point  was  that  these 
words  were  entrusted  to  the  Committee  by  the  Edinburgh 
Conference. 

Dr.  Newton  Flew  appealed  to  the  Committee  to  pass 
Professor  Hartford's  resolution  unanimously.  There  was 
really  no  division  in  principle  and  the  case  for  passing  it  was 
overwhelming  as  could  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  Edinburgh 
Report.  He  would  himself  prefer  the  word  “principles”  to 
“basis” — though  what  they  had  in  mind  was  more  than  that. 
In  the  last  ten  years  they  had  developed  in  the  Movement  a 
tradition  and  temper  and  spirit  exemplified,  for  example,  in 
their  tradition  of  never  deciding  on  any  question  on  Faith  and 
Order  except  nemine  contradicente.  Even  in  the  Assembly  he 
would  like  to  be  able  to  appeal  to  this  principle. 

Rev.  M.  E.  Aubrey  said  that  if  a considerable  section  of 
the  Conference  wanted  these  words  inserted  they  should  be. 
But  he  would  rather  it  were  in  paragraph  VI  than  in  paragraph 

III. 

Professor  Hartford  said  that  he  would  accept  this. 

The  Chairman  said  that  he  would  first  put  the  motion  that 
the  words  be  inserted  without  deciding  where. 

This  was  carried  nemine  contradicente. 

Professor  Hartford  : I now  move  that  this  be  required 
as  a condition  of  the  approval  of  the  scheme.  He  said  that  he 
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must  do  this  because  he  considered  that  it  was  required  by  the 
Edinburgh  Conference. 

Dr.  Macdonald  seconded  the  motion,  which  was  carried. 

There  was  some  discussion  on  the  place  in  the  Constitution 
in  which  these  words  should  be  inserted,  and  it  was  decided  to 
leave  this  to  the  Committee  of  Fourteen. 

The  Chairman:  I now  move  that  the  last  sentence  of 
paragraph  VI  Appointment  of  Commissions  be  altered  to  read 
as  follows:  “ There  shall  be  a Faith  and  Order  Commission 
which  shall  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  Second  World 
Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  held  at  Edinburgh  in  1937,’  ’ 
and  that  the  text  of  the  Edinburgh  guarantees  should  be 
printed  somewhere  in  the  document  containing  the  Constitu- 
tion. I believe  that  this  will  express  what  the  Utrecht  Confer- 
ence really  meant  to  say.  And  I propose  this  as  an  amendment 
which  the  Committee  requires  as  a condition  of  approving  the 
scheme. 

This  was  seconded  by  the  Secretary  and  carried  nemine 
contradicente. 

Dr.  Macdonald  then  moved  to  add  the  words  “ Further- 
more the  Council  shall  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
commissions  herein  referred  to.”  He  said  that  Faith  and  Order 
might  work  for  ten  years  and  then  all  its  work  be  rendered 
fruitless  by  the  Council  refusing  to  call  a World  Conference. 

Dr.  Tomkins.  Does  not  this  motion  rest  on  a mis- 
apprehension of  what  the  Council  will  be?  It  will  be  the 
official  representatives  of  the  churches  as  we  in  the  Faith  and 
Order  Movement  have  always  been,  and  why  should  we  be 
afraid  of  it? 

The  Secretary  asked  on  a point  of  order  whether  Dr. 
Macdonald’s  proposal  was  not  requiring  a further  guarantee 
beyond  those  laid  down  by  the  Edinburgh  Conference. 

The  Chairman  ruled  that  it  could  only  be  a recommenda- 
tion. 

Pastor  Boegner  asked  Dr.  Macdonald  not  to  insist  on 
this  motion.  He  said  that  many  of  them  there  did  not  think 
Professor  Hartford’s  insertion  was  necessary,  but  out  of  respect 
to  their  colleagues  they  had  agreed  to  it.  Now  they  were 
asked  to  insert  a new  guarantee,  and  perhaps  that  would  lead 
to  others  being  proposed,  and  the  Committee  had  no  authority 
for  this. 

Dr.  Macdonald  said  that  he  moved  the  insertion  at  the 
instance  of  many  colleagues  and  friends  in  the  South  of  Eng- 
land who  had  urged  him  to  neglect  no  opportunity  to  safeguard 
Faith  and  Order.  He  had  in  mind  the  situation  he  had 
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envisaged.  The  value  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement  had 
been  pronounced  and  clearly  proved,  and  as  there  was  no 
passage  anywhere  else  in  the  draft  Constitution  which  would 
prevent  its  recommendations  being  turned  down  he  suggested 
the  insertion  of  the  words  he  had  proposed. 

Rev.  M.  E.  Aubrey  supported  Pastor  Boegner.  Dr. 
Macdonald's  motion  made  him  feel  very  uncomfortable  and 
he  did  not  share  his  fears.  It  was  inconceivable  that  ten 
years’  hard  work  on  the  part  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Com- 
mission could  be  smothered,  and  if  this  motion  were  passed, 
it  would  look  as  though  Faith  and  Order  sought  to  dominate 
the  World  Council  and  would  produce  a very  bad  impression. 

The  Archbishop  of  the  West  Indies  called  attention  to 
paragraph  III  (i)  of  the  Constitution  in  which  the  first  of  the 
functions  of  the  World  Council  was  defined  to  be  the  carrying 
on  of  the  work  of  Faith  and  Order  as  well  as  of  Life  and  Work. 

Dr.  Macdonald  said  that  he  did  not  think  that  was 
sufficient. 

The  motion  was  then  put  to  the  Committee  and  lost. 

The  Chairman  then  asked  Dr.  Flew  whether  he  would  be 
content  that  his  words  should  be  conveyed  to  the  Committee 
of  Fourteen  for  their  information,  and  this  was  agreed  to. 

The  Secretary  then  moved:  “ The  Committee  foresees 
difficulties  in  practice  in  the  method  of  appointing  a Central 
Committee  contained  in  the  Constitution  and  will  raise  no 
objection  to  the  Central  Committee  being  appointed  directly 
by  the  Assembly  so  long  as  the  Assembly  itself  consists  of 
delegates  directly  appointed  by  the  Churches.” 

Rev.  W.  Paton  said  that  this  could  not  be  passed  with- 
out further  discussion.  The  Constitution  had  been  very  care- 
fully worked  out  by  a competent  committee;  it  was  workable 
though  it  would  take  too  .long  to  explain  how,  and  therefore 
he  must  vote  against  the  motion. 

Archdeacon  Monahan  said  that  he  must  press  for  the 
motion.  Small  churches  could  not  understand  the  method 
of  election  to  the  Central  Committee  which  was  proposed  and 
would  not  support  the  scheme  as  it  stood.  In  the  Faith  and 
Order  Movement  the  Conference  directly  appointed  its  Con- 
tinuation Committee  and  as  a result  there  was  no  complaint 
among  the  smaller  churches. 

The  Secretary  explained  the  kind  of  difficulty  he  had 
had  in  mind  when  framing  the  motion. 

Dr.  Visser  ’t  Hooft  suggested  as  an  amendment: 

The  Committee  suggests  that  the  method  of  appointing  the 


Central  Committee  be  restudied  by  the  Assembly  at  its  first 
meeting.” 

This  was  agreed  to. 

Canon  Tatlow  suggested  that  the  Committee  of  Fourteen 
should  consider  whether  the  number  of  the  Central  Committee 
should  not  be  increased.  It  had  been  their  experience  in 
Faith  and  Order  with  a Continuation  Committee  of  some  200 
that  they  got  an  average  attendance  of  70  or  80  at  its  meetings. 
With  a Committee  of  90  they  were  never  likely  to  get  a 
meeting  of  more  than  40.  He  did  not  wish  to  make  any 
formal  motion,  but  he  would  like  to  lodge  the  idea  in  the  minds 
of  the  Committee  of  Fourteen. 

Pastor  Boegner  now  moved:  “ that  the  Constitution 
of  the  World  Council  as  presented  and  amended  conforms  to 
the  requirements  made  at  Edinburgh  and  the  Faith  and  Order 
members  of  the  Constituent  Committee  of  Fourteen  are  there- 
fore at  liberty  to  co-operate  with  their  colleagues  in  submitting 
this  scheme  to  the  churches.”  He  asked  for  a unanimous  vote 
to  indicate  that  the  Committee  felt  that  the  Edinburgh 
guarantees  had  been  sufficiently  secured.  In  the  Committee 
of  Fourteen  at  Utrecht  they  had  made  a great  effort  to  enter 
into  and  safeguard  the  spirit  of  Lausanne  and  the  Faith  and 
Order  Movement.  They  understood  and  sympathised  with 
those  who  had  striven  to  safeguard  its  future,  and  now  they 
must  all  have  mutual  confidence  in  one  another.  The  result 
would  be  a great  enrichment  of  all  their  work. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester:  I am  sorry  to  disturb  the 
proposed  unanimity  of  this  Committee,  but  I am  convinced 
that  this  proposal  will  bring  to  an  end  the  Faith  and  Order 
Movement  as  we  have  known  it.  We  were  told  that  the 
finances  would  thus  be  made  easier.  I have  great  doubt 
whether  people  will  be  more  ready  to  give  to  the  World 
Council  than  to  Faith  and  Order.  But  further,  I consider 
what  the  expense  of  this  new  Council  will  be — the  Assembly 
meeting  every  five  years  and  the  secretariat  and  so  on,  and 
you  will  have  in  addition  to  support  meetings  such  as  the 
Edinburgh  Conference.  From  Bishop  Palmer’s  question  I 
gathered  that  gatherings  such  as  Edinburgh  would  only  be 
an  exceptional  thing.  Faith  and  Order  subjects  would  be 
discussed  by  the  Council,  that  is  by  a body  elected  for  very 
different  purposes.  My  own  belief  is  that  this  will  not  add 
strength  to  the  Movement.  It  was  our  relation  with  Life  and 
Work  initiated  at  Edinburgh  that  brought  to  Faith  and  Order 
its  first  set-back.  There  has  been  steady  progress  in  the  Faith 
and  Order  Movement  working  in  an  independent  way,  but 
associated  with  Life  and  Work  it  cannot  help  bringing  in 
political  questions,  and  it  is  then  that  drawbacks  come. 
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Dr.  Macdonald  : In  view  of  what  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  has  said  and  of  all  the  great  services  he  has 
rendered  to  our  Movement  for  so  long,  and  since  we  are  agreed 
that  unanimity  is  so  valuable  a principle  of  our  work,  I move 
as  an  amendment  to  Pastor  Boegner' s motion  that  further  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject  be  deferred  until  our  session  at  5 p.m. 
to-morrow. 

Professor  Hartford  seconded  this. 

Pastor  Boegner  : The  question  before  us  is  one  of  fact  : 
are  the  guarantees  satisfied?  I understand  and  sympathise 
with  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  but  the  motion  is  simply  to 
send  our  plan  to  the  churches  where  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
and  others  will  have  an  opportunity  of  opposing  it  if  they 
wish,  and  where  it  may  be  rejected.  I cannot  see  why  those 
whose  amendments  have  been  accepted  now  want  to  postpone 
the  decision  on  the  question  whether  the  guarantees  have  been 
secured. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester:  We  have  more  to  do 

than  that.  I myself  have  never  agreed  to  the  Edinburgh 
guarantees  as  being  sufficient,  and  we  here  have  to  consider 
not  merely  whether  the  guarantees  are  satisfied  or  not,  but 
whether  our  vote  will  be  for  the  good  of  Faith  and  Order  or 
not.  And  so  I must  vote  against  the  motion.  We  should  not 
let  ourselves  be  put  off  by  any  purely  technical  point. 

Dr.  Macdonald's  amendment  was  then  put  to  the  meet- 
ing. A count  was  demanded.  14  voted  for  it  and  19  against, 
and  it  was  declared  lost. 

Pastor  Boegner 's  motion  was  then  put  to  the  meeting 
and  carried  with  two  dissentients. 

The  Secretary  then  reported  on  the  postal  vote  which 
had  been  taken  of  members.  83  had  expressed  their  opinion 
that  the  Constitution  satisfied  the  Edinburgh  guarantees. 
Only  two  had  voted  in  the  negative  and  these  had  agreed  with 
the  others  that  they  were  content  to  leave  the  decision  to  this 
Clarens  meeting  of  the  Continuation  Commitee. 

Archdeacon  Monahan  asked  that  the  record  of  the  meet- 
ing should  include  a full  report  of  the  discussion,  and  the 
Secretary  said  that  he  and  his  staff  would  see  that  this  should 
be  done  to  the  best  of  their  ability. 

It  was  agreed  that  the  Chairman  should  be  responsible 
for  securing  the  amendments  to  the  Constitution  required  by 
the  Committee,  and  he  undertook  to  withdraw  his  support 
from  the  scheme  if  he  were  not  satisfied  that  these  had  been 
incorporated. 
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Ad  Interim  Arrangements. 

Dr.  Tomkins  : This  question  is  one  which  has  been  very 
important  to  us  in  the  United  States  and  the  solution  we  have 
reached  is  to  have  a Joint  Committee  representing  both  move- 
ments and  at  the  same  time  to  keep  both  the  old  organisations 
alive.  This  means  that  Churches  which  wish  to  go  forward 
at  once  with  the  new  scheme  can  support  the  Joint  Committee 
directly,  whilst  those  which  do  not  wish  to  move  so  fast  can 
still  give  their  support  to  one  movement  or  the  other.  We 
have  found  this  to  work  very  successfully.  I am  com- 
missioned to  recommend  the  same  plan  here,  and  so  in 
response  to  the  questions  which  are  put  to  us  by  the  Utrecht 
Conference  I beg  to  move  the  following  resolutions:  — 

“ This  Committee 

(i)  approves  the  appointment  of  a Provisional  Com- 
mittee consisting  of  the  members  of  the  Committee  of 
Fourteen  appointed  by  the  Oxford  and  Edinburgh 
Conferences,  together  with  their  alternates  and  three 
additional  members  to  be  appointed  by  each  move- 
ment, to  act  for  Faith  and  Order  and  for  Life  and 
Work  in  matters  of  common  interest  until  the  World 
Council  is  constituted; 

(ii)  approves  a joint  appeal  through  the  Provisional 
Committee  for  the  financial  support  of  the  two  move- 
ments during  the  interim; 

(iii)  directs  that  the  administration  of  Faith  and  Order 
funds  shall  be  in  the  hands  of  the  appointed  officers 
of  the  Continuation  Committee, 

(iv)  and  hereby  declares  its  understanding  that  in  this,  as 
in  all  other  respects,  the  two  movements  retain  their 
independence  until  the  World  Council  shall  be  con- 
stituted by  the  inaugural  meeting  of  the  Assembly/' 

The  Chairman:  The  administrative  committee  of  Life 
and  Work  has  already  asked  the  World  Council  Provisional 
Committee  to  take  over  its  affairs  from  January  ist,  1939. 
The  value  of  this  whole  scheme  from  our  side  is  due  to  certain 
facts.  In  a good  many  countries  there  is  already  a joint  fund, 
though  separate  accounts  allow  Churches  to  give  to  whatever 
branch  of  the  work  they  desire.  Experience  has  shown  that 
a joint  appeal  is  more  intelligible  to  the  Churches  which 
receive  it.  Note  that  what  is  proposed  is  not  a single  fused 
budget,  but  a joint  budget.  Again,  when  our  present  Secre- 
tary took  office  we  were  in  great  straits  and  helped  out  by 
Mr.  R.  W.  Brown's  resignation  which  saved  us  from  doubling 
offices.  It  is  doubtful  how  long  Canon  Hodgson  could  go  on 
acting  as  General  Secretary  as  well  as  doing  what  is  his  proper 
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work,  that  of  Theological  Secretary,  and  it  will  be  more 
economical  for  us  to  be  able  to  have  such  administrative  duties 
as  we  desire  taken  over  by  a central  office  than  to  find  a second 
Secretary  of  our  own.  So  the  Utrecht  proposals,  although 
primarily  put  forward  by  Life  and  Work,  are  also  to  our 
benefit. 

The  resolutions  proposed  by  Dr.  Tomkins  welcome  the 
arrangements  proposed  at  Utrecht  and  answer  the  question 
about  our  own  work  by  saying  that  we  wish  to  keep  it  in  our 
own  hands  during  the  interim  period. 

Rev.  W.  Paton  asked  whether  the  Life  and  Work  people 
present  were  content  with  the  wording  of  Dr.  Tomkins’s 
fourth  resolution.  He  understood  that  they  had  already 
decided  to  transfer  all  their  affairs  to  the  Provisional  Com- 
mittee on  January  ist. 

Dr.  Tomkins  : My  purpose  is  to  leave  Life  and  Work 
completely  free  to  transfer  its  affairs  if  it  wishes,  and  Faith 
and  Order  not  to  do  so  if  that  is  its  wish.  In  America  some 
Churches  wished  to  have  the  World  Council  at  once;  others 
wanted  to  think  it  over  more  thoroughly  and  to  wait  for  the 
Churches  to  vote.  We  must  be  careful  that  while  we  work 
in  co-operation  we  do  not  put  ourselves  in  the  position  where 
anyone  can  say:  “ They  have  not  waited  for  the  action  of 
the  Churches.”  Because  we  have  waited  for  the  Churches  in 
America  we  now  have  the  support  of  Churches  which  before 
would  not  have  anything  to  do  with  such  movements.  I feel 
that  if  we  can  direct  our  international  movements  in  the  same 
way,  making  it  clear  that  the  two  movements  continue  until 
the  new  arrangement  is  brought  into  being  by  the  churches 
themselves,  we  shall  be  able  to  work  together  as  cordially  and 
heartily  as  we  can. 

Dr.  Wiseman:  Is  anything  which  is  being  put  to  the 
meeting  likely  in  any  way  to  interfere  with  the  complete  in- 
dependence of  this  Committee  to  carry  out  its  own  work  in 
its  own  way?  I can  only  vote  for  resolutions  which  will  secure 
that  independence.  Are  we  handing  over  to  the  joint  body 
the  collection  and  spending  of  our  funds? 

Dr.  Tomkins  : The  third  of  my  resolutions  is  meant  to 
keep  in  our  own  hands  the  spending  of  our  own  funds  now 
and  hereafter. 

Dr.  Wiseman:  What  guarantee  have  we  that  we  shall 
get  what  funds  we  want? 

The  Chairman:  I believe  the  position  to  be  entirely 
safeguarded. 
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The  Secretary  : Surely  the  situation  is  this.  The  third 
of  the  Edinburgh  guarantees  secures  that  when  the  World 
Council  is  established  we  shall  receive  the  funds  necessary 
for  a budget  for  our  work  agreed  upon  between  our  officers 
and  those  of  the  Council  as  a whole.  There  is  no  similar 
guarantee  set  down  in  black  and  white  for  the  interim  period, 
but  it  is  understood  among  us  all  that  this  provision  shall 
apply  now  as  hereafter,  and  I am  sure  we  need  have  no  fear 
on  this  score. 

Dr.  Macdonald  : Cannot  we  have  it  set  down  in  black 
and  white? 

The  Secretary:  I hope  not,  for  two  reasons.  First, 
we  shall  be  accepting  the  general  supervision  of  the  World 
Council  because  that  Council  will  consist  of  members  directly 
appointed  by  the  Churches,  like  our  own  World  Conference, 
and  this  guarantee  goes  along  with  that  relationship.  Dr. 
Tomkins’s  resolutions  show  that  we  do  not  intend  to  ask  for 
similar  supervision  by  the  Provisional  Committee.  Secondly, 
I think  that  any  attempt  at  this  point  to  express  in  black  and 
white  some  kind  of  binding  guarantee  would  inevitably 
involve  using  a form  of  words  that  would  give  a very  un- 
fortunate impression  by  seeming  to  express  the  wrong  kind 
of  spirit. 

Archdeacon  Monahan:  Will  it  be  possible  for  any 

Church  in  the  interim  period  to  earmark  its  contribution  for 
the  work  of  Faith  and  Order? 

The  Chairman:  Certainly. 

Canon  Tatlow  : It  may  relieve  some  minds  if  I say  that 
as  European  Treasurer  I am  not  listening  to  this  debate  with 
any  great  anxiety.  I might  be  doing  so  if  we  were  facing 
this  difficult  period  of  readjustment  without  any  funds  of  our 
own,  but  we  have  no  such  anxiety. 

Dr.  Tomkins  said  that  in  view  of  Mr.  Paton’s  remarks 
he  would  ask  leave  to  amend  his  fourth  resolution  to  read 
“ The  Faith  and  Order  Movement  retains  its  independence,” 
instead  of  ” The  two  Movements  retain  their  independence.” 

With  this  amendment  Dr.  Tomkins's  four  resolutions 
were  carried. 

On  behalf  of  the  Executive  Committee  the  Secretary 
moved  the  following  resolution,  which  was  carried:  — 

” The  Continuation  Committee  has  heard  with  apprecia- 
tion the  resolution  of  the  Provisional  Committee 
adopted  on  May  13th  on  the  motion  of  Sir  Walter 
Moberly  regarding  interim  co-operation,  and  cordially 
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desires  its  secretariat  to  co-operate  as  closely  as  possible 
with  the  secretariat  of  the  Provisional  Committee  in 
matters  of  common  interest.’ * 

It  was  then  agreed — 

(i)  that  Dr.  Newton  Flew  and  Dr.  J.  H.  MacCracken  be 
appointed  to  represent  Faith  and  Order  on  the  World  Council 
Provisional  Committee; 

(ii)  that  Dr.  J.  H.  MacCracken  and  Canon  Tatlow  be 
appointed  to  represent  Faith  and  Order  on  the  Provisional 
Committee’s  Joint  Finance  Committee,  the  third  place  on  this 
Committee  to  be  filled  if  required  by  the  Chairman  and  Canon 
Tatlow  acting  together. 

After  a lengthy  discussion  it  was  decided  that  the  question 
of  an  appointment  to  the  third  place  on  the  Provisional  Com- 
mittee should  be  postponed  until  the  next  meeting  of  the  Con- 
tinuation Committee. 


Finance. 


Treasurer  s Report. 


The  Treasurer’s  report  for  the  two  years  ending  April 
30th,  1938,  was  presented  by  Canon  Tatlow.  The  report  is 
printed  separately.  He  also  reported  that  the  following  con- 
tributions from  Churches  had  been  received  by  him  since 
April  30th,  in  addition  to  those  printed  in  the  Report:  — 


Church  of  India,  Burma  and  Ceylon 
Diocese  of  Argentina 

Congregational  Union  of  England  and  Wales 
Diocese  of  Barbadoes,  B.W.I. 

South  India  United  Church 
Church  in  Wales 
Church  in  New  Zealand 


£15  11  8 

£2  0 0 
£10  0 0 
£2  10  0 
£10  0 
£15  0 0 

£10  0 0 


Canon  Tatlow  explained  the  policy  by  which  in  the  years 
preceding  the  Edinburgh  Conference  a fund  had  been  built 
up  to  pay  for  that  Conference  itself  and  for  the  following  up 
of  it  during  the  next  two  years.  Thanks  to  the  economy 
which  had  been  practised,  to  the  efforts  of  the  Archbishop  of 
York,  Dr.  Wiseman  and  Mr.  Hagan  in  the  raising  of  the  fund, 
and  above  all  to  the  great  generosity  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land in  allowing  the  free  use  of  the  Assembly  Hall  and  St. 
Giles’s  Cathedral,  the  Movement  now  had  a balance  of  over 
£3,000  with  which  to  face  the  coming  years. 

The  Chairman:  In  the  name  of  the  Committee  I wish 
to  endorse  the  expression  of  gratitude  which  Canon  Tatlow 
has  made  to  those  who  have  helped  us  and  especially  to  the 
Church  of  Scotland  for  its  most  generous  gift.  We  should 


25 


also  express  our  thanks  to  Canon  Tatlow  himself  and  to  those 
who  also  worked  so  hard  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  and 
whose  efforts  contributed  to  our  present  happy  position.  I 
would  mention  especially,  together  with  Dr.  MacCracken  and 
the  other  members  of  our  Finance  Committee,  Dr.  Tomkins 
and  Dr.  William  Adams  Brown. 

The  Treasurer’s  report  was  then  adopted  and  a resolu- 
tion passed  tendering  the  thanks  of  the  Committee  to  the 
United  States  Trust  Company  for  its  continued  services  during 
the  past  year. 


Expenditure  Budget. 

Canon  Tatlow  presented  the  following  budget  for  ex- 
penditure in  the  year  May  1st,  1938,  to  April  30th,  1939, 
which  had  been  approved  by  the  Executive  Committee. 

Expenditure  Budget  for  Year  May  1st,  1938, — April  30th,  1939. 


European  Expenses.  £ 

Theological  Secretary 400 

Office  Expenses:  — 

Clerical  Assistance  . . . . . . . . . 250 

Postage  and  Telegrams  . . . . . . . . . . 100 

Printing  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200 

Office  Supplies,  etc.  . . . . . . . . . . 60 

Travel  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40 

Rent,  Light  and  Heat  . . . . . . . . . . . . 50 

Committees  and  Commissions:  — 

Continuation  Committee  . . . . . . . . 100 

Executive  Committee  . . . . . . . . . . 100 

Theological  Commission  . . . . . . . . 200 

“ Second  World  Conference  ” English,  French  and 

German  editions  . . . . . . . . . . 450 

Contribution  to  World  Council  Provisional  Committee..  275 

£2225 

American  Expenses.  £ 

Associate  Secretary  . . . . . . . . . . . . 300 

Travelling  Secretary  for  Theological  Seminaries  . . 300 

Office  Expenses:  — 

Clerical  Assistance  . . . . . . . . . . 250 

Postage  and  Telegrams  . . . . . . . . . . 100 

Printing  . . . . . . . . . . • • • • 200 

Office  Supplies,  etc.  . . . . . . . . . . 80 

Travel  . . . . . . . • • • • ■ • • 120 

Theological  Commission  . . . . . . . . . . 100 

Educational  Programme  . . . . . . . . . . 400 

“ Second  World  Conference,”  American  edition  . . . . 100 

Contribution  to  World  Council  Provisional  Committee  . . 275 


2225 

Total  Budget  . . £4450 
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Several  questions  on  the  Budget  were  asked  and 
answered,  after  which  it  was  approved  by  the  Committee  as  an 
expenditure  budget  for  1938-1939. 


Date  of  Next  Meeting. 

It  was  agreed  that  the  Committee  should  meet  in  the  week' 
beginning  August  21st,  1939,  and  that  the  main  business  of 
this  meeting  should  be  to  carry  further  the  plans  for  the  study 
of  liturgical  questions,  including  the  problem  of  intercom- 
munion, and  to  provide  opportunity  for  Dr.  Flew  to  consult 
with  the  Committee  on  the  development  of  the  work  of  the 
Commission  on  the  subject  of  the  Church.  (See  pages  46-7.) 
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CONFERENCE  SESSIONS. 


I 

Discussion  of  Plans  for  Study  of  the  Subject  of  the  Church. 

The  Secretary  reminded  the  Committee  that  at  its 
previous  meeting  in  Edinburgh  he  had  been  instructed  to  give 
special  attention  to  the  possibilities  of  setting  up  commissions 
to  study  the  subject  of  the  nature  of  the  Church  and  liturgical 
questions.  He  had  printed  in  the  programme  for  the  meet- 
ing a memorandum,  and  proceeded  now  to  read  that  part  of 
it  which  was  concerned  with  the  subject  of  the  Church.  In 
this  was  set  out  a scheme  of  five  years’  work,  beginning  with 
an  attempt  to  discover  what  obstacles  to  unity  are  presented 
by  our  present  conceptions  of  the  Church,  and  going  on  to  con- 
sider how  far  these  could  be  removed. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester:  I do  not  think  that  the 
Secretary’s  plan  is  the  right  one.  It  suggests  that  we  should 
first  try  to  find  out  what  the  difficulties  are  and  then  search 
for  ways  of  overcoming  them.  But  what  we  have  to  do  is  to 
ask  what  is  the  truth  about  the  Church,  that  is  to  say,  what 
is  the  teaching  of  our  Lord  and  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  My  experi- 
ence in  our  other  Commissions  is  that  it  is  by  study  of  what 
is  the  fundamental  Christian  doctrine  that  we  make  progress. 
The  only  way  of  advance  is  to  get  real  scholars  of  different 
points  of  view  and  to  get  them  to  work  together  for  discover- 
ing what  is  true,  studying  Scripture,  the  Fathers,  Luther, 
Calvin,  etc.  I suggest  that  the  two  Commissions  should  be  set 
to  work  at  once  on  the  one  subject  of  the  doctrine  of  the 
Church,  that  we  should  give  them  three  years,  and  that  then 
when  they  have  reported  we  should  go  back  to  the  doctrine 
of  the  Ministry  and  Sacraments. 

Rev.  G.  Ankar  said  that  he  was  speaking  because  he  was 
partly  responsible  for  the  Edinburgh  Report  which  dealt  with 
the  subject  of  the  Church.  The  question  of  the  Church  had 
not  been  worked  out  at  all  beforehand,  and  so  in  that  second 
section  at  Edinburgh  it  had  to  be  dealt  with  without  proper 
preparation.  All  they  could  do  was  to  set  out  views,  and  they 
could  not  even  do  that  sufficiently.  The  memorandum 
seemed  to  make  the  chief  question  that  of  the  obstacles  to  unity 
and  this  was  too  negative.  He  agreed  with  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  that  they  should  take  the  whole  question. 
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He  thought  that  Faith  and  Order  had  in  the  past  been  too 
much  the  affair  of  the  theologians  alone.  If  Faith  and  Order 
was  to  be  anchored  in  the  whole  Church  it  must  be  carried  on 
in  such  a way  as  to  interest  all,  and  this  would  be  done  if  they 
took  as  their  subject  what  is  the  meaning  and  task  of  the 
Church. 

Professor  Boulgakoff  : I am  satisfied  that  after 
Edinburgh  we  must  ask  “ What  is  the  Church?  ” It  is  our 
weakness  that  we  have  never  faced  this  question  and  cannot 
answer  it.  I agree  with  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  that  we 
need  scholars  to  study  Scripture  and  history  with  a view  to 
asking  this  question,  what  is  the  Church.  And  we  must  ask, 
Can  we  justify  the  oecumenical  movement?  Do  we  sin  against 
our  own  Churches  by  gathering  here  and  praying  together 
and  seeking  a common  theology?  We  all  know  the  Roman 
Catholic  point  of  view  and  that  we  do  not  hold  it,  but  do  we 
know  what  other  view  we  do  hold  ? 

And  then  there  is  the  question  of  Mariology.  In  chapter 
IV  of  the  Edinburgh  Report  we  read  that  this  is  a subject 
which  requires  further  study.  Now  we  as  brethren  must 
explore  and  discuss  this  subject  which  is  intimately  bound  up 
with  the  doctrine  of  the  Church. 

Dr.  Keller  said  that  continental  theologians  would  agree 
with  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  that  we  should  not  take  our 
point  of  departure  from  our  differences,  but  from  asking  what 
is  the  truth.  In  the  Oecumenical  Seminar  they  found  that 
different  members  of  it  all  agreed  to  go  back  to  the  Bible,  but 
they  had  different  views  of  the  Church,  so  to  start  where  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  proposed  would  inevitably  involve  the 
other  questions. 

Professor  Clavier  said  that  like  Mr.  Ankar  he  had  been 
in  the  second  section  at  Edinburgh.  There  was  great  variety 
in  its  report  and  in  some  ways  different  statements  were  in  no 
deep  and  organic  connection  with  one  another.  Nevertheless 
it  contained  many  valuable  things  and  might  be  a basis  for 
further  studies. 

On  the  question  of  method  it  seemed  to  him  that  two 
methods  had  been  proposed.  One  might  be  called  the 
method  of  facts  and  the  other  the  method  of  principles.  The 
Secretary  had  proposed  that  these  should  be  used  successively. 
Both  had  been  used  in  the  Movement,  that  of  facts,  for 
example,  in  the  report  of  the  last  Commission  IV  which  con- 
tained much  excellent  material,  the  principal  result  of  which 
had  been  to  show  how  many  different  conceptions  of  unity 
are  alive  which  cannot  be  ignored  when  we  come  to  principles. 
Would  it  not  be  possible  to  combine  the  methods,  using  them 
not  successively  but  simultaneously,  to  have  two  commissions, 
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one  such  as  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  proposed  starting  from 
Chapter  III  of  the  Edinburgh  Report,  the  other  starting  from 
Chapter  VI.  Then  in  a few  years’  time  we  should  see 
whether  by  advancing  along  both  lines  we  could  reach  the 
same  point. 

Archbishop  Germanos  said  that  at  Edinburgh  everyone 
was  surprised  that  the  theme  of  the  Church  was  combined 
with  that  of  the  Word  of  God;  the  subject  was  “ The  Word  of 
God  and  the  Church,”  and  not  “ The  Meaning  of  the 
Church.”  Then  the  ministry  was  combined  with  the  sacra- 
ments and  not  with  the  Church  where  it  belonged.  We 
should  take  as  our  subject  not  the  Church,  but  the  Church 
and  its  Ministry,  because  you  cannot  have  the  one  without  the 
other. 

Professor  Jundt  recalled  memories  of  the  Commission 
meeting  at  Gloucester  and  spoke  of  how  from  very  different 
points  of  view  they  had  come  together  little  by  little.  It 
was  most  instructive  to  hear  other  people  express  themselves 
in  their  own  way:  one  gained  light  which  could  never  come 
from  reading  books.  They  made  progress  because  they  were 
not  seeking  union  but  truth,  and  that  was  the  right  way.  He 
did  not  agree  with  Professor  Clavier.  He  thought  they 
should  begin  by  examining  things  with  a view  to  discovering 
the  truth,  as  in  that  way  they  would  be  going  right  to  the  very 
bottom  of  the  reasons  for  our  disagreement. 

Professor  Clavier  said  that  he  felt  he  was  really  in 
agreement  with  Professor  Jundt,  for  his  point  was  that  the 
two  methods  should  be  followed  simultaneously. 

Archdeacon  Monahan  wanted  to  support  Archbishop 
Germanos.  It  was  very  difficult  to  dissociate  the  Church 
from  the  ministry.  Another  point  of  view  which  had  not 
been  so  far  mentioned  was  that  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  They 
think  the  Pope  is  the  Church,  and  the  two  cannot  be  dis- 
sociated. But  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  had  often  told  them 
that  the  Commission  on  the  Ministry  and  Sacraments  was 
overloaded  and  so  this  new  Commission  should  be  free  to  take 
as  its  subject  the  Church  only,  if  it  found  that  the  Church 
and  the  ministry  was  too  much. 

Bishop  Palmer:  At  one  of  the  Lambeth  Conferences, 
I forget  whether  it  was  in  1920  or  1930,  the  Bishop  of  Dorna- 
kal  said  to  an  English  audience,  “ my  countrymen  would  say 
with  one  voice  * we  want  one  Church  ’ . ” But  surely  what  we 
should  say  is  “ He  wants  one  Church,” — Jesus  Himself. 
That  is  what  is  behind  all  our  deepest  interests  in  this  Move- 
ment, and  we  must  bring  it  forward  into  our  plans.  Our 
plans?  Nonsense!  His  plans.  He  has  His  plan  for  His 
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■one  Church  to-day,  and  our  only  care  is  to  find  it.  There 
are  many  methods  possible.  I like  the  historical  method 
because  then  you  go  back  to  the  New  Testament  and  all  its 
leaching  and  its  wonderful  metaphors.  If  we  listened  much 
more  we  might  get  much  further  forward.  But  there  is  also 
the  action  of  His  Spirit  in  the  Church,  only  then  you  will  come 
up  against  the  great  disaster,  the  perversion  of  the  Church 
by  the  conversion  of  the  Empire,  as  a result  of  which  the 
Church  adopted  the  State's  methods.  Even  so,  what  our 
Lord  sees  when  He  looks  down  is  still  one  Church,  because  he 
sees  the  potentiality  which  lies  in  His  grace  and  in  His  purpose, 
because  He  judges  churches  as  well  as  individuals,  not  from 
the  present  but  from  the  future  which  He  is  able  to  produce. 
So  we  have  something  more  to  do  than  to  constitute  a doctrine 
of  the  meaning  of  the  Church,  etc.  We  have  to  ask,  What 
does  He  see  when  He  looks  down  on  our  divisions?  Perhaps 
the  fragments  of  the  one  view  in  His  mind.  We  have  to  ask  not 
simply  what  these  different  views  of  ours  are,  but  how  they 
are  capable  of  recombination.  Which  of  them  would  have  a 
place  in  the  one  Church  if  it  were  one  again  as  He  wills  it  to 
be?  We  must  criticise  our  views  to  discover  what  can  be 
retained  and  what  cannot,  and  that  which  cannot  is  really 
wrong,  even  if  it  is  mine.  So  I would  ask  that  all  that  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  has  asked  for  should  be  done  and  that 
then  there  should  be  this  very  responsible  and  painful  revalua- 
tion of  all  the  views  by  which  we  justify  our  separate  exist- 
ences. 

The  Chairman  said  that  the  discussion  had  been  very 
valuable  towards  helping  the  Committee  in  determining  the 
terms  of  reference  of  the  Commission  and  would  be  helpful 
also  to  the  Commission  in  its  work.  To  draw  matters  together 
he  suggested  that  there  be  appointed  a Commission  on  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Church  (or  the  Church  and  its  Ministry)  as  set 
forth  in  Scripture,  the  primitive  Church,  the  historical  Church 
in  its  varying  traditions,  and  the  ground  and  extent  of  our 
division  in  those  traditions.  He  thought  that  this  would  lead 
up  to  the  point  for  which  the  Secretary  was  concerned  along 
the  Bishop  of  Gloucester’s  lines,  but  that  the  Commission 
would  be  likely  to  need  three  years  rather  than  two  for  this 
work. 

Dr.  Wissing:  I want  to  ask  a question  about  the 
organisation  of  the  Commission.  As  many  as  possible  should 
be  able  to  co-operate.  The  Committee  for  Faith  and  Order  in 
Holland  would  be  ready  to  form  a study  group,  possibly 
jointly  with  the  Committee  for  Life  and  Work,  since  the 
problem  concerns  both.  If  that  were  so,  would  this  Com- 
mittee be  entitled  to  name  one  or  more  members  of  that  Com- 
mission? 
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Rev.  N.  Ehrenstrom  was  very  thankful  that  the  Church 
was  being  put  in  the  foreground  of  the  study  work  in  the 
future.  An  especially  important  point  was  the  relationship 
of  the  Church  to  the  Kingdom  of  God.  An  understanding 
of  what  is  meant  by  the  Kingdom  of  God  would  provide  a 
central  norm  for  the  doctrine  of  the  Church.  Then  to  that 
should  be  added  study  of  the  Bible  in  relation  to  creeds,  con- 
fessions, traditions  and  their  authority.  And  the  study  of 
liturgical  questions  was  so  closely  connected  with  it  that  it 
would  probably  be  better  not  to  have  a quite  separate  com- 
mission. The  Church,  the  Bible  and  liturgical  questions 
should  all  be  studied  as  organic  parts  of  one  single  theme. 

Bishop  Talbot  : I want  to  make  a strong  plea  that  in 
the  terms  of  reference  the  Church  as  given  in  Scripture  should 
come  first.  We  should  first  ask  whether  we  are  agreed  about 
that  before  going  on  to  study  history  and  our  divided  tradi- 
tions. The  truly  Catholic  and  universal  element  in  Christian- 
ity is  the  Hebraic,  that  salvation  is  of  the  Jews.  We  are 
growing  in  agreement  in  our  conception  of  God  and  it  is  the 
biblical,  Jewish  faith  in  the  living  God.  This  growing  agree- 
ment is  all  the  more  notable  because  in  the  past  it  has  been 
the  Bible  which  divided  us.  That  was  when  it  was  thought 
of  as  verbally  inspired  and  having  an  independent  existence 
quite  unrelated  to  the  Church.  But  now  a blessed  tide  has 
turned,  and  through  the  modern  interpretation  of  the  Bible  we 
are  being  drawn  together  into  a common  mind  and  out  of  that 
reaction  against  the  Old  Testament  which  was  so  prevalent  a 
few  years  ago.  In  the  New  Testament  we  are  realising  that 
we  cannot  separate  our  Lord  from  the  Church.  We  are  grow- 
ing together  in  a wonderful  way  in  positive  and  constructive 
agreement  on  how  we  handle  the  word  of  God  which  is  given 
us  through  the  Bible.  We  are  coming  out  of  that  undis- 
criminating use  of  the  Bible  through  which  the  gospel  has 
been  obscured  and  overlaid,  a process  which  began  with  St. 
Paul’s  undiscriminating  use  of  the  Old  Testament  which  in 
some  passages  overlays  the  gospel  with  things  which  we  can- 
not accept.  We  Anglicans  do  not  go  back  to  any  great  name 
in  our  history,  we  do  not  claim  to  be  disciples  of  Calvin  or 
Luther  or  anyone  else,  but  to  be  a scriptural  Church.  The 
great  names  in  our  tradition,  and  documents  such  as  the 
Thirty-Nine  Articles,  are  like  museum  pieces,  like  suits  of 
armour  which  we  cannot  now  get  into,  though  we  can  see  what 
use  they  were  to  those  who  wore  them  in  the  past.  All  the 
way  back  to  St.  Paul  we  find  things  of  this  kind,  but  when  we 
come  to  Christ  we  can  all  enter  in  and  be  at  one. 

Dr.  Newton  Flew  : There  are  three  points  that  I want 
to  make  about  the  actual  business  before  us  and  the  various 
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suggestions  that  have  been  made  for  our  reference,  and  the 
scheme  of  Canon  Hodgson  supplemented  by  the  proposition 
of  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester.  First  that  we  should  adopt  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester's  suggestion  that  the  Commission  be 
allowed  three  years;  secondly,  that  the  subject  should  be  “ the 
Nature  of  the  Church  in  Scripture,  Tradition  and  in  the 
Teaching  of  the  Modern  Confessional  Churches  thirdly, 
that  a predominant  place  should  be  given  to  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures. 

With  regard  to  the  first,  experience  has  shown  us  that 
two  years  would  not  be  enough.  The  Commission  at  Glou- 
cester needed  three  years’  work  at  least  to  produce  the  volume 
on  Grace;  similarly  we  began  the  scheme  on  the  Ministry  and 
Sacraments  in  1934,  but  we  were  not  able  with  the  utmost 
dispatch  to  produce  the  book  till  April,  1937.  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  an  accident  that  the  subject  on  which  we 
won  the  greatest  success  was  on  the  subject  of  Grace,  because 
of  the  time  that  had  been  allowed.  So  I suggest  that  at  least 
three  years  should  be  allowed  for  this  Commission  on  the 
Church. 

Then  there  is  the  vastness  of  our  task.  This  Commission 
is  being  sent  on  a voyage  over  uncharted  seas.  On  the 
question  of  the  Ministry  and  Sacraments  the  ground  had 
already  been  well  worked  over,  but  here  we  have  very  little 
material  at  hand.  There  is  no  thorough  discussion  of  the 
Doctrine  of  the  Church  in  English,  and  there  is  no  historical 
account  of  it  in  any  language.  I know  of  only  one  book  on 
the  subject  which  is  in  any  way  comparable  to  that  of  Darwell 
Stone  on  the  Eucharist,  and  that  is  by  a Jesuit.  And  the 
whole  question  is  fluid  in  many  communions,  and  for  the  most 
part  their  doctrines  of  the  Church  are  not  what  they  were  in 
the  sixteenth  century.  In  England  the  one  great  book  is  that 
by  Palmer  as  a result  of  the  Oxford  Movement,  but  do 
Anglicans  hold  that  to-day?  Then  to  take  Congrega- 
tionalism : Principal  Whale  in  his  book  spent  some  time  on  the 
Congregational  doctrine  of  the  Church,  but  what  he  said 
would  not  have  been  accepted  by  all  Congregationalists. 
Therefore,  it  seems  to  me  that  this  task  is  a bigger  one  than 
that  on  Grace  or  the  Ministry  and  Sacraments. 

Then  thirdly,  we  must  begin  with  the  Holy  Scriptures. 
All  tradition  should  be  controlled  and  tested  by  Scripture. 
After  that  we  can  study  the  nature  of  the  Church  in  tradition 
and  then,  recognising  the  break  made  in  Christendom  in  the 
sixteenth  century,  the  teaching  of  the  modern  confessional 
churches.  I believe  that  if  we  tackle  the  question  in  this  way 
we  shall  find  far  greater  agreement.  And  I would  ask  Arch- 
bishop Germanos  not  to  press  his  suggestion  for  the  Commis- 
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sion  to  be  on  the  Church  and  Ministry  because  it  would  tend 
to  concentrate  on  the  question  of  the  Ministry  alone;  and  some 
of  us  think  that  the  ministry  is  not  a determinative  factor  in 
the  Church  in  the  New  Testament  but  rather  that  it  is  the 
Church  that  determines  the  ministry.  The  question  of  the 
ministry  is  bound  to  arise,  but  I ask  you  to  let  the  Commis- 
sion be  free,  and  let  the  subject  be  in  the  widest  sense  ” The 
Nature  of  the  Church.”  And  will  you  send  the  Commission 
on  its  way  with  a certain  amount  of  awe,  realising  that  you 
are  sending  it  on  the  greatest  enterprise  that  has  ever  been 
undertaken  by  Faith  and  Order. 

Pastor  de  Saussure:  I belong  to  a church  which  is 
often  called  Calvinist,  but  I can  say,  like  Bishop  Talbot,  that 
I belong  to  a scriptural  church.  Its  official  title  is  not  Calvin- 
ist, but  Reformed:  “ the  Church  reformed  according  to  the 
Word  of  God.”  We  young  people  find  that  Calvin  brought 
us  back  to  the  Word  of  God,  but  we  are  quite  prepared  to 
leave  him  where  he  does  not.  We  must  begin  with  exegesis 
of  the  New  Testament,  of  the  words  of  Christ  and  of  St.  Paul, 
but  above  all,  we  must  submit  ourselves  in  spirit  as  little  chil- 
dren to  the  guidance  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  for  even  the  most 
orthodox  church  must  let  itself  be  judged  by  the  Word  of  God. 
If  we  begin  in  this  way  we  shall  come  to  the  historical  study  in 
a new  and  more  promising  attitude. 

Dr.  Visser  't  Hooft  : In  the  light  of  the  general  agree- 
ment on  the  importance  of  exegetical  study  as  the  basis  of  all 
future  work,  and  in  view  of  what  Dr.  Flew  has  said,  would 
it  not  be  possible  to  subdivide  the  work  of  the  Commission.  I 
think  that  we  must  begin  with  exegetical  study,  and  I think 
that  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  we  have  more  hope  of  some 
real  unity  in  this  study  than  would  have  been  the  case  a few 
years  ago.  When  this  first  and  most  important  part  of  the 
work  has  been  done,  then  we  might  subdivide  the  subject  and 
deal  with  some  of  the  particularly  difficult  issues  which  at 
present  seem  very  much  to  divide  us,  for  example  the  question 
of  the  Bible  and  Tradition.  So  could  we  not  have,  say,  one 
sub-committee  on  that  question,  one  on  the  question  of 
eschatology,  and  perhaps  one  on  the  ministry.  We  might 
allow  two  years  for  the  exegetical  study  and  then  as  long  as 
was  necessary  for  these  more  particular  issues. 

Professor  Staefielin  : I am  in  agreement  with  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  subject  of  the  Church  should  be  treated  as  a 
whole.  The  value  of  our  Conference  is  that  we  always  study 
deep,  important  questions  of  our  faith.  If  we  continue  with 
our  usual  method  then  unity  will  come  when  the  time  is  ripe. 
The  most  important  thing  is  that  we  should  do  this  exegetical 
work,  and  be  willing  to  listen  again  as  though  we  had  never 
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heard  it  before  to  what  the  New  Testament  says  about  the 
Church.  While  this  exegetical  work  must  very  carefully 
examine  every  word  in  the  Scripture,  it  must  also  place  each 
word  in  its  right  context.  So  we  must  study  the  texts  dealing 
with  the  doctrine  of  the  Church,  but  we  cannot  understand 
them  except  in  the  context  of  the  Kingdom  of  God. 

The  Secretary:  May  I just  say  that  the  suggestions 
in  my  Memorandum  take  the  form  that  they  do  because  I 
remember  how  often  our  Chairman  has  reminded  us  that 
in  this  Movement  we  do  not  meet  together  simply  to  enjoy 
theological  discussion,  but  to  work  towards  one  definite  end, 
the  unity  of  Christ’s  Church.  I am  now  satisfied  that  this 
end  will  be  kept  in  view  whatever  we  make  our  starting  point, 
and  so  I should  like  to  express  my  agreement  with  what  has 
been  said  by  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Dr.  Flew.  I 
also  agree  in  principle  with  what  Dr.  Visser ’t  Hooft  has  said, 
but  I would  ask  the  Committee  not  to  attempt  at  this  stage  to 
map  out  in  detail  the  work  of  the  Commission.  Let  us 
appoint  the  Commission  and  leave  it  free  to  develop  its  work 
as  it  sees  best. 

I am  sure  we  must  all  have  listened  with  great  apprecia- 
tion to  what  Pastor  be  Saussure  said  about  the  spirit  in  which 
we  should  approach  our  work.  This  gives  me  an  opportunity 
I have  been  looking  for  to  bring  before  you  a message  from 
Pastor  Wilfred  Monod.  It  is  not  our  usual  custom  to  circulate 
documents  from  individual  absent  members  of  the  Committee 
unless  they  definitely  relate  to  the  work  in  hand,  and  this 
message  is  of  a more  general  character,  but  in  view  of  what 
has  been  said  I think  it  would  now  be  relevant  to  our  dis- 
cussion, and  I would  ask  the  leave  of  the  Committee  to  have 
this  duplicated  and  circulated. 

This  was  granted  and  the  document  issued. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  : I think  we  may  congratu- 
late ourselves  on  a very  admirable  discussion;  I think  it  is  the 
best  we  have  ever  listened  to  in  our  Movement.  Now  the 
time  has  come  for  practical  decisions.  We  have  to  decide 
two  points.  First,  the  title  to  be  given  to  the  subject  of  study, 
whether  it  might  be  the  Nature  of  the  Church,  or  the  Church, 
its  Nature  and  Functions;  it  does  not  much  matter,  but  we 
should  avoid  doing  anything  which  would  limit  the  freedom 
of  the  Commission.  Then  secondly,  we  must  appoint  a chair- 
man. I regret  I cannot  ask  to  be  allowed  to  continue  to  serve 
the  Movement  in  this  way,  and  that  for  four  reasons.  Next 
year  I shall  be  very  busy  in  preparation  for  the  Lambeth  Con- 
ference of  1940;  then  I want  to  finish  a book  I am  writing 
while  I am  still  alive;  I am  getting  old  and  the  work  required 
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is  hard;  and  in  a few  years  I shall  probably  be  out  of  all  these 
Movements.  I am  therefore  going  to  propose  that  we  ask 
Dr.  Flew  to  be  the  chairman.  I might  mention  many  reasons 
for  this.  I have  worked  with  him  on  one  of  our  Commissions, 
he  has  shown  you  his  understanding  of  what  has  to  be  done, 
and  he  is  a very  good  German  scholar.  If  I can  help  him  in 
any  way  I shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

I think  we  only  want  one  Commission,  but  we  might 
appoint  a subsection  to  meet  in  America  and  discuss  the  same 
material  as  the  other  subsection  is  discussing  in  Europe.  We 
need  about  thirty  scholars  to  do  the  work,  but  not  more  than 
fifteen  should  come  to  discussions  and  draw  up  the  report. 
The  actual  composition  of  the  Commission  is  usually  governed 
by  accident — or  providence.  Of  course  Roman  Catholics 
must  be  considered  and  I hope  that  again  it  may  be  possible  to 
get  good  Roman  Catholic  theologians  to  help  us.  If  the  Com- 
mittee agrees  to  this,  I would  suggest  that  Dr.  Flew  should 
be  asked  to  have  an  informal  meeting  with  the  leading  repre- 
sentatives of  the  churches  here,  in  order  that  he  may  get  sug- 
gestions of  names  of  scholars  who  might  be  invited  to  assist. 

The  Chairman:  We  all  of  us  agree  in  acknowledging 
the  incalc  ulable  debt  that  we  owe  to  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
for  the  work  he  has  done  for  us  in  the  past,  and  now  that  he 
has  explained  that  he  cannot  go  on  with  similar  work  in  the 
future  I must  with  great  pleasure,  formally  express  our 
gratitude  to  him  in  your  name  and  the  name  of  our  whole 
Movement. 

Dr.  Macdonald  said  he  wished  to  second  the  Bishop 
of  Gloucester’s  request  to  Dr.  Flew  to  undertake  the  chairman- 
ship of  the  Commission. 

The  motion  that  Dr.  Flew  be  invited  to  undertake  the 
chairmanship  of  the  Commission  was  put,  and  carried  unani- 
mously. 

Dr.  Newton  Flew  said  that  he  hesitated  very  much  be- 
cause he  was  aware  of  the  overwhelming  responsibility  involved 
in  being  called  to  succeed  one  who  was  so  incomparable  in  his 
way  of  handling  wayward  theologians.  But  the  invitation 
came  with  such  force  that  the  honour  was  as  overwhelming  as 
the  responsibility,  and  he  would  do  his  best  to  shoulder  both. 
(Applause.) 

Rev.  G.  Ankar:  I should  like  to  suggest  that  the 
subject  should  be  “The  Nature  and  Functions  of  the  Church.” 
It  would  express  the  connection  between  Faith  and  Order  and 
Life  and  Work,  and  there  could  be  some  co-operative  work 
between  the  two;  it  would  avoid  the  danger  of  its  being  too 
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theoretical  and  theological;  and  it  would  clearly  express  the 
importance  of  the  work  of  the  Commission  for  the  life  of  the 
Church  as  a whole.  It  would  be  a valuable  thing  if  the  results 
of  the  work  of  the  Commission  could  be  presented  in  such  a 
form  that  they  could  be  used  in  preaching  and  religious  in- 
struction. 

Rev.  William  Paton:  I want  to  urge  that  this  subject, 
which  I rejoice  that  we  are  taking  up,  is  one  of  extreme  im- 
portance and  relevance  to  the  Younger  Churches.  And  I 
very  much  hope  that  in  spite  of  the  difficulties  we  may  try  to 
get  contributions  from  members  of  these  churches.  The 
International  Missionary  Council  in  Madras  will  be  concen- 
trating on  the  central  theme  of  the  Church,  both  in  principle 
and  in  the  practical  ramifications  of  its  work.  In  a country 
like  India,  for  example,  the  relation  of  the  Church  to  the 
problem  of  evangelism  needs  to  be  studied,  especially  when 
we  think  of  the  way  in  which  large  numbers  of  educated 
Christians  of  the  East  have  been  content  with,  and  have  often 
only  been  taught,  a purely  instrumental  theory  of  the  Church. 
This  Movement  can  help  the  Younger  Churches  to  share  richer 
and  deeper  thought  on  the  subject  of  the  Church.  It  might 
be  best  if  the  Chairman  and  those  in  charge  of  the  Commission 
would  wait  until  after  our  meeting  in  Madras  when  we  shall 
have  a first  class  chance  of  discovering  who  are  the  people 
who  could  best  be  asked  to  collaborate  from  those  countries. 
Dr.  Visser  ’t  Hooft  and  I will  do  our  best  to  find  out  about 
this  and  recommend  names  to  the  Committee. 

During  the  intervals  between  the  sessions  Dr.  Flew  had 
some  informal  consultations  with  various  members  of  the 
Committee  with  a view  to  preparing  plans  for  the  work  to  be 
done.  Towards  the  end  of  the  meeting  Dr.  Flew  reported  on 
this  and  there  was  considerable  discussion  about  the  title  to 
be  given  to  the  subject  of  study  for  the  Commission.  There 
was  also  a discussion  on  the  best  way  to  secure  that  American 
co-operation  in  this  work  should  both  be  such  as  the  American 
members  of  the  Movement  would  desire  and  at  the  same  time 
be  co-ordinated  with  the  work  that  was  being  done  in  Europe. 
Contributions  to  this  discussion  were  made  by  Dr.  Flew,  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester,  the  Secretary,  Bishop  Palmer,  Dr. 
Macdonald,  Dr.  Wiseman,  Dr.  Elbert  Russell  and  Mrs. 
Stebbins.  It  was  finally  agreed  that  the  title  of  the  subject 
should  be  simply  “ The  Church  ” and  that  the  American 
section  should  be  asked  to  appoint  a theological  committee  to 
co-operate  with  the  theological  commission  under  Dr.  Flew 
under  whatever  plan  might  approve  itself  to  both  groups  after 
full  consultation. 
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II 


Discussion  of  Plans  for  the  Study  of  Liturgical  Questions. 

The  Secretary  introduced  this  subject  by  reference  to* 
the  following  passage  in  the  Edinburgh  Conference  Report: 
“ The  Conference  asks  the  Continuation  Committee  to  take 
steps  to  promote  the  study  of  liturgical  questions  by  the 
appointment  of  a commission  or  by  what  other  method  seems 
best.”  He  read  a further  section  from  his  Memorandum  and 
explained  how  the  passage  in  the  Edinburgh  Report  had  come 
to  be  inserted  through  representations  of  members  who  had 
had  experience  at  certain  other  conferences  of  the  value  to- 
wards mutual  understanding  gained  by  sharing  in  one 
another’s  modes  of  worship.  He  had  prepared  a draft  letter 
which  might  be  sent  out  to  those  interested  in  the  Movement 
suggesting  that  they  might  try  to  gain  similar  experience  in  their 
own  localities,  and  thus  prepare  a way  for  the  same  thing  to 
be  done  in  another  World  Conference.  The  members  of  the 
Committee  had  in  their  hands  this  draft  letter,  a letter  from 
the  Archbishop  of  Dublin  criticising  the  proposal,  a letter  from 
the  Rev.  O.  S.  Tomkins  suggesting  the  preparation  of  a pam- 
phlet explaining  this  matter  and  of  leaflets  describing  different 
liturgical  traditions,  and  a letter  from  the  Dean  of  Chichester 
suggesting  the  summoning  of  a small  " liturgical  conference.” 
He  said  that  the  phrase  in  the  Edinburgh  Report  ‘ ‘ by  appoint- 
ing a commission  or  by  what  other  method  seems  best  ” 
showed  that  they  were  entering  upon  a new  field  where  their 
previous  experience  in  the  work  of  the  Movement  might  not 
be  sufficient  guide  to  what  was  wanted,  and  so  he  put  all  these 
documents  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee  and  asked  it  to  con- 
sider by  what  method  the  wishes  of  the  Edinburgh  Conference 
could  best  be  carried  out.  He  asked  the  Committee  to  decide 
(i)  whether  to  send  out  the  proposed  letter,  and  if  so,  to  whom, 
and  (ii)  whether  to  appoint  a commission  to  deal  with  the 
proposals  of  Mr.  Tomkins  and  the  Dean  of  Chichester  or  with 
some  other  terms  of  reference.  His  own  idea  in  suggesting 
that  the  letter  should  be  sent  out  very  widely  to  all  interested 
in  the  Movement  was  that  obscure  persons  in  out  of  the  way 
corners  of  the  world  whom  no  one  would  think  of  in  drawing 
up  a selected  list  of  recipients  might  be  glad  of  the  opportunity 
of  having  something  to  do  to  set  forward  the  work  of  the 
Movement,  and  that  very  often  in  matters  of  this  kind  the 
most  valuable  results  were  obtained  from  the  most  unexpected 
quarters. 

Dr.  Macdonald  said  that  he  felt  quite  happy  about  the 
proposals  of  Mr.  Tomkins  and  the  Dean  of  Chichester,  and 
was  much  attracted  by  the  Secretary's  reference  to  unknown 
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and  obscure  people  who  were  zealous  for  the  unity  of  the 
Church.  But  he  was  not  sure  that  the  proposal  was  practic- 
able. When  he  asked  himself  how  he  could  be  of  service  he 
feared  that  the  result  might  be  that  he  would  get  into  difficul- 
ties with  his  ecclesiastical  superiors.  It  would  make  his  course 
easier  if  a letter  could  also  be  sent  out  to  the  authorities  in  the 
churches  explaining  what  was  being  asked  of  some  of  their 
members. 

The  Chairman  pointed  out  that  in  the  draft  letter  it  was 
stated  that  care  must  be  taken  that  whatever  was  done  was 
done  with  the  approval  of  the  church  authorities  concerned, 
and  suggested  that  Dr.  Macdonald’s  point  might  be  met  by  the 
insertion  of  a few  words  in  strengthening  this  point. 

Dr.  Tomkins  said  that  in  the  small  town  in  which  he  lived 
in  America  at  the  instance  of  one  of  the  lay  members  of  his 
congregation  they  had  last  Lent  had  a series  of  five  services  in 
the  five  churches,  Roman  Catholic,  Lutheran,  Swedish 
Mission  Covenant,  Congregational  arid  Episcopal.  Each 
minister  had  conducted  his  own  service  in  his  own  way  and 
they  were  attended  by  members  of  all  the  others.  At  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  for  example,  the  service  was  the 
Stations  of  the  Cross.  The  result  was  a remarkable  change 
of  the  spiritual  atmosphere  in  the  whole  town.  But  the  point 
he  wished  to  emphasise  was  that  the  initiative  had  come  from 
lay  members  of  the  congregation  without  whose  interest  and 
zeal  it  might  never  have  been  thought  of. 

Rev.  E.  J.  Hagan:  I wish  to  bring  a suggestion  from 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  that  in  any  such  study  of  liturgical 
questions  a predominant  place  should  be  given  to  Intercom- 
munion. In  making  this  suggestion  the  Church  of  Scotland 
was  animated  by  two  motives;  the  first  is  that  the  scandal 
which  is  caused  to  Christian  consciences  is  not  so  much  over 
the  existence  of  the  various  separate  churches,  but  over  the 
absence  of  intercommunion.  I think  that  other  representa- 
tives of  Scotland  will  agree  with  me  that  the  relation  between 
the  various  churches  is  increasingly  friendly  and  intimate; 
there  is  a marked  absence  of  polemic  and  in  public  questions 
there  is  increasing  common  understanding,  but  the  real 
scandal  is  that  the  sacrament  instituted  by  our  Lord  Himself 
has  become  the  object  of  division.  The  second  point  is  that 
the  aim  of  our  Movement  is  the  restoration  of  the  visible  unity 
of  the  Body  of  Christ.  That  will  take  a very  long  period  of 
study  and  conversation,  and  (here  I speak  as  a working 
minister)  our  greatest  difficulty  is  to  maintain  the  vital  rela- 
tion between  the  oecumenical  movement  and  the  people  of  the 
parishes.  The  discussions  we  carry  on  here  are  altogether 
remote  from  the  ordinary  life  of  ordinary  people  in  the 
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ordinary  parish.  In  order  to  maintain  an  interest  over  the 
long  period  of  conversation  and  study  that  lies  ahead  it  would 
be  a great  advantage  if  some  more  immediate  aim  could  be 
set  before  the  Movement  as  a whole,  and  I am  quite  certain 
that  among  Scottish  people,  if  it  were  widely  known  that  this 
Movement  was  taking  into  serious  consideration  the  question 
of  the  restoration  of  intercommunion,  it  would  revive  and 
nourish  and  preserve  the  interest  of  our  people  in  the  Move- 
ment. In  conclusion,  I wish  to  make  it  clear  that  I am 
making  this  suggestion  in  loyalty  to  the  Movement  and  in 
absolute  submission  to  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 

Professor  Hartford  : I think  the  suggestion  of  the 
Archbishop  of  York  does  go  some  way  towards  meeting  the 
opinions  of  those  who  disagree  with  sending  out  this  letter. 
At  the  same  time  I think  that  if  we  were  to  meet  the  objections 
of  such  prominent  members  of  the  Movement  as  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  we  should  have  to  recast  completely  the 
letter.  As  I read  the  text  it  suggests  to  me  that  anyone  who 
refuses  to  adopt  the  suggestion  will  be  doing  something  of  a 
non-oecumenical  kind.  I believe  this  letter  is  premature.  I 
speak  as  one  who  has  had  the  honour  and  privilege  of  joining 
in  services  of  our  Orthodox  friends.  These  services  have 
been  successes  because  they  were  the  result  of  conference,  of 
years  of  conference,  and  what  is  proposed  in  this  letter  is 
something  quite  different  from  that.  We  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  what  has  been  a success  in  conference  would  be 
a success  if  we  brought  it  into  the  life  of  the  Church.  I only 
want  to  plead  for  delay  in  regard  to  this  letter.  If  it  is  sent 
out  it  ought  to  be  redrafted  as  a series  of  objective  proposals, 
and  the  authorities  of  the  churches  ought  to  be  asked  their 
view  about  it.  We  are  indebted  to  Mr.  Tomkins  for  his  letter 
and  I believe  that  something  can  be  done  to-day  on  the  lines 
of  that  letter.  It  is  important  that  we  should  get  to  know 
something  about  each  other’s  worship,  and  his  method  is  the 
proper  way  to  approach  the  study  of  liturgical  questions,  and 
I would  propose  that  a small  committee,  whose  chairman 
might  well  be  Dr.  Brilioth  or  the  Dean  of  Chichester,  with 
power  to  add  to  their  number,  might  be  set  up  to  prepare  the 
pamphlets  of  which  Mr.  Tomkins  speaks.  Then  at  the  end 
of  that  work  in  two  years’  time  we  should  be  better  equipped 
to  begin  the  work  of  a full  commission.  I should  also  like  to 
say  that  I believe  that  there  is  a good  dehl  of  value  in  the 
proposal  for  a liturgical  conference  made  by  the  Dean  of 
Chichester. 

The  Bishop  of  Lichfield  : I want  to  say  that  I warmly 
welcome  the  Secretary’s  draft  letter.  It  points  out  possibili- 
ties of  doing  something  along  new  lines  which  should  be  most 
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useful.  What  holds  us  up  in  the  work  for  unity  is  apathy 
and  ignorance  in  the  rank  and  file.  This  proposal  might  lead 
to  a mass  attack  on  that  mutual  spiritual  ignorance  which  is 
what  now  chiefly  keeps  us  apart.  I cannot  conceive  that  it  is 
right  for  a Christian  to  be  content  with  what  his  own  tradition 
can  give  him  of  the  knowledge  of  God.  This  proposal  is  not 
premature,  but  timely;  we  want  to  get  this  kind  of  mutual 
understanding  out  of  the  conference  atmosphere  into  (the 
Church  at  large.  There  is  nothing  in  this  proposal  which 
contravenes  Anglican  Church  order.  When  Mr.  Aubrey  and 
I were  both  in  Cambridge  we  had  experience  similar  to  that 
related  by  Dr.  Tomkins,  and  this  was  done  with  the  full  know- 
ledge and  approval  of  the  then  Bishop  of  Ely,  and  I would 
welcome  any  such  attempts  which  were  made  in  the  Diocese 
of  Lichfield.  I hope  that  an  approach  may  be  made  to  the 
rank  and  file,  that  we  may  pursue  this  scheme,  and  that  fears 
and  timidities  may  be  removed. 

Pastor  Boegner:  It  is  important  to  distinguish  two 
questions:  (a)  interconfessional  services  and  intercommunion, 
( b ) the  gaining  of  mutual  knowledge  of  one  another’s  own 
worship.  The  former  is  something  we  are  familiar  with,  but 
the  latter  is  different  and  involves  a study  as  complete  as 
possible  of  one  another’s  liturgical  tradition.  But  this  in- 
volves a study  which  would  be  an  immense  undertaking,  as 
immense  as  Dr.  Flew  has  shown  is  the  study  of  the  Church. 
It  involves,  for  example,  the  study  of  the  doctrine  contained 
in  the  liturgy,  for  it  has  been  said  “ la  liturgie  est  le  dogme 
prie.”  To  appoint  a commission  to  undertake  such  a task 
is  to  appoint  it  to  study  the  history  of  liturgical  traditions  and 
their  doctrinal  justification.  I would  support  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a commission  which  might  in  the  course  of  its 
work  do  what  Mr.  Tomkins  and  the  Dean  of  Chichester  want, 
but  its  main  aim  should  be  a thorough  study  of  this  vast 
subject. 

While  I am  speaking,  may  I mention  the  World  Student 
Christian  Federation,  which  has  for  some  time  been  studying 
different  forms  of  worship,  and  Dr.  Visser  ’t  Hooft  has  pub- 
lished some  of  the  fruits  of  this  study  in  Venite  A dor  emus  * 

The  Secretary  : I am  coming  myself  to  think  that  the 
draft  letter  which  I circulated  is  something  on  which  we  had 
better  not  act  immediately  in  the  way  I suggested.  I felt  when 
I wrote  it  that  it  was  trembling  on  the  brink  of  doing  that 
which  the  Movement  has  always  in  principle  refrained  from 


* 2 vols.,  obtainable  from  the  W.S.C.F.  Office,  13,  rue  Calvin,  Geneva, 
Switzerland. 
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doing,  that  is  suggesting  actions  which  might  not  commend 
themselves  to  the  participating  churches,  and  in  sending  this 
letter  to  many  individuals  it  might  appear  in  some  quarters  as 
though  we  were  going  behind  the  churches  to  suggest  actions 
to  individual  members.  I think  it  might  be  justified  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  an  alternative  method  of  conference  in 
preparation  for  the  next  World  Conference,  but  it  has  been 
represented  to  me  that  it  might  be  regarded  in  this  other  light 
as  well,  and  I feel  therefore  that  it  is  one  of  those  matters 
which  ought  only  to  be  decided  nemine  contradicente.  It  has 
also  been  represented  to  me  that  Mr.  Tomkins’  suggestion  of 
pamphlets  explanatory  of  different  ways  of  worship  ought 
really  to  be  a prior  stage  to  any  attempt  of  the  kind  I have 
sketched. 

Supposing  we  go  back  to  the  other  part  of  these  proposals, 
the  appointment  of  a commission  on  liturgical  subjects.  It  is 
very  difficult  at  the  moment  to  know  just  what  the  terms  of 
reference  of  that  commission  ought  to  be.  We  have  before 
us  three  distinct  proposals  : (i)  Mr.  Tomkins’  proposal  aiming 

at  securing  the  writing  of  these  pamphlets,  (ii)  the  Dean  of 
Chichester’s  for  some  sort  of  a liturgical  conference,  and  (iii) 
Pastor  Boegner’s  for  a thoroughgoing  study  of  the  history  and 
doctrinal  justification  of  liturgies — as  thorough  a study  as  that 
undertaken  by  Dr.  Flew’s  commission  on  the  Church.  It 
seems  to  me  that  we  here  have  a subject  so  vast  and  uncharted 
that  it  is  impossible  to  attempt  at  this  one  meeting  adequately 
to  get  started  a commission  which  is  to  work  over  the  next  three 
or  four  years  and  produce  results,  because  we  don’t  yet  know 
what  kind  of  results  we  want.  The  Edinburgh  Conference 
Report  urges  on  the  Continuation  Committee  the  study  of 
liturgical  questions,  either  by  a commission  or  by  what  other 
method  seems  best.  It  is  clear  therefore  that  we  are  embark- 
ing on  something  new  in  which  we  have  not  got  the  experience 
of  the  past  to  guide  us  as  to  the  best  method  of  approach. 
And  I am  now  coming  to  think  that  before  we  set  up  a definite 
commission  we  need  to  set  up  something  in  the  way  of  a 
preparatory  commission  to  take  these  different  suggestions 
in  charge,  think  out  lines  on  which  this  new  venture  should  be 
made,  and  have  proposals  for  another  meeting  of  this  Com- 
mittee or  the  Executive  Committee,  which  can  state  more 
definitely  what  we  mean  to  engage  in  as  our  main  undertaking 
in  this  field.  I would  therefore  suggest  that  on  this  subject  our 
discussion  should  be  as  free  and  wide  as  possible,  but  that 
our  aim  should  be  not  the  setting  up  of  a commission  on  the 
subject,  but  the  commissioning  of  a group  which  shall  take 
into  consideration  all  this  material  which  we  have  before  us  in 
the  light  of  the  discussion  at  this  meeting,  and  recommend  lines 
on  which  the  Edinburgh  resolution  can  best  be  carried  out. 
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Rev.  O.  S.  Tomkins  : On  this  question  of  worship  I 
should  like  to  make  one  or  two  points  because  I believe  that  in 
the  World  Student  Christian  Federation  we  have  had  some 
experience  on  the  kind  of  consideration  before  us.  I should 
like  to  distinguish  between  principle  and  strategy,  because  I 
don’t  feel  altogether  happy  that  the  Committee  has  grasped 
that  distinction.  The  whole  question  seems  to  me  of  such 
tremendous  importance  that  I welcome  Canon  Hodgson’s  sug- 
gestion that  we  should  not  let  the  thing  go  without  action  of 
some  kind.  It  is  one  of  the  first  principles  of  our  oecumenical 
work  that  we  recognise  as  a fellow  Christian  a man  from 
another  tradition  because  he  belongs  to  that  tradition  and  not  in 
spite  of  it,  and  that  means  that  we  must  overcome  a tremendous 
amount  of  prejudice,  and  it  is  here  that  lies  one  of  the  chief 
difficulties  of  our  oecumenical  work.  Then  in  the  second  place, 
it  is  when  we  see  that  expressed  in  worship  that  we  see  it  most 
clearly.  Churches  at  worship  are  at  their  most  defenceless, 
coming  frankly  into  the  presence  of  God. 

If  we  enter  into  this  kind  of  experiment  we  shall  have  to 
face  facts  at  their  most  brutal.  But  it  is  something  more  than 
an  uncomfortable  experience;  it  has  also  got  in  it  the  promise 
of  a deeper  understanding  of  unity.  An  Orthodox  friend  once 
said  to  me,  “ When  you  see  the  Cup  framed  in  other  hands 
you  feel  most  strongly  the  pain  of  disunity  and  also  the  reality 
of  the  underlying  unity.”  I believe  that  if  we  refuse  to  face 
the  kind  of  issue  involved  we  are  not  being  true  to  our 
oecumenical  experience  which  has  led  us  into  recognising  that 
in  worship  we  understand  at  a deeper  level  and  in  a more 
acute  way  the  things  we  have  so  far  sought  to  understand  by 
other  methods  in  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement. 

Perhaps  the  boldest  experiment  on  these  lines  is  the 
decision  made  in  preparing  for  the  Amsterdam  Youth  Con- 
ference in  1939  to  try  and  let  those  young  delegates  enter  into 
this  kind  of  experience  by  having  a part  of  the  programme 
consisting  of  services  of  worship  in  the  full  tradition  of  the 
various  churches;  the  delegates  will  be  encouraged  to  go  to 
those  services  in  order  that  they  may  try  to  see  something  of 
the  soul  of  the  other  churches.  And  that  is  why  in  the  letter 
I sent  to  the  Secretary  the  pamphlet  I should  like  to  lay  most 
emphasis  on  is  the  explanatory  one.  And  so  I hope  we  shall 
not  let  this  opportunity  go  by  without  a very  careful  and 
determined  exploration  of  the  possibilities. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  : I probably  agree  with  all 
that  Mr.  Tomkins  has  said.  I have  probably  attended  services 
at  more  different  churches  than  most  people  here,  and  I have 
gained  much  of  great  value.  But  I am  impressed  by  the 
wisdom  of  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin’s  letter  and  I could  not 
recommend  the  practice  suggested  from  the  Secretary’s  draft  in 
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my  own  diocese.  We  need  to  train  up  people  in  loyalty  to  their 
own  churches.  You  are  all  here  not  because  you  are  disloyal 
but  because  you  are  loyal  members  of  your  own  churches,  and 
therefore  seek  a wider  fellowship.  People  who  are  not  loyal 
members  of  any  church  are  of  no  use  to  the  oecumenical  move- 
ment, and  if  I put  forward  in  my  own  diocese  the  suggestion 
in  the  draft  it  would  do  great  harm,  for  many  people  are  not 
yet  sufficiently  educated  for  what  is  suggested.  Moreover  it 
is  only  possible  when  the  relations  between  the  religious  com- 
munities concerned  are  what  they  should  be,  and  in  some  cases 
this  is  not  so. 

Dr.  Schonfeld  : I want  to  support  Pastor  Boegner’ s 
proposal.  The  discussion  on  the  Church  has  shown  the  neces- 
sity of  the  very  thing  emphasised  by  Pastor  Boegner  and 
endorsed  by  Canon  Hodgson.  In  our  discussions  on  the 
Church  we  see  and  know  the  Church  in  its  whole  reality.  In 
the  liturgical  movements  in  the  churches  to-day  there  is  grow- 
ing understanding;  for  example,  in  the  Catholic  churches  there 
is  a new  understanding  of  the  significance  of  the  Word,  and  in 
the  more  Protestant  churches  there  is  a growing  understanding 
of  how  the  Word  of  Scripture  is  both  taught  and  preached  in 
the  Catholic  churches.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
commission  on  the  Church  should  remain  in  close  touch  with 
the  liturgical  commission  and  be  ready  to  receive  suggestions 
from  it. 

This  liturgical  renewal  has  just  begun  to  open  the  eyes  of 
us  from  the  Protestant  churches  to  an  understanding  of  the 
meaning  of  the  church  life  of  our  Orthodox  brethren,  and  so 
this  may  help  to  prepare  the  way  for  further  unity.  Another 
point  is  that  these  liturgical  movements  are  not  a matter  for 
a few  specialists,  but  they  penetrate  to  the  ordinary  members 
of  the  churches. 

I should  like  further  to  report,  since  Bishop  Kiiry  is  not 
here,  that  at  the  Old  Catholic  Congress  it  was  decided  to  set  up 
a committee  to  study  the  meaning  of  the  liturgical  experience 
of  the  Old  Catholic  churches  themselves  for  the  oecumenical 
life,  and  then  to  go  on  further  to  study  the  meaning  of  all 
Christian  worship  for  themselves. 

Pastor  Merle  d’Aubigne  said  that  he  wished  to  support 
Pastor  Boegner.  The  subject  was  one  which  would  interest 
the  members  of  the  churches.  He  agreed  with  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  that  there  must  be  no  dilletantism  or  amateurism 
and  the  experiments  proposed  must  be  preceded  by  study. 
They  needed  to  think  how  in  future  years  they  should  maintain 
the  interest  of  the  churches  in  the  oecumenical  movement,  or 
else  they  would  become  like  officers  without  an  army.  What- 
ever was  done  should  be  put  before  the  churches  in  such  a way 
as  to  interest  them.  He  reminded  the  Committee  of  how 
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interest  was  stimulated  in  France  by  the  study  of  the  Lausanne 
Reports  in  all  the  Reformed  Churches,  both  local  as  well  as 
national.  Again  they  must  face  facts  in  their  study,  and  one 
of  the  facts  was  the  existence  of  many  churches  without  any 
liturgies  at  all.  These  must  not  be  excluded  as  they  might 
have  much  of  value  to  contribute,  and  he  would  prefer  the 
wider  term  “ Worship  ” as  the  subject  of  their  study. 

The  Archbishop  of  the  West  Indies  said  that  he  was 
in  favour  of  Mr.  Tomkins'  idea  of  an  educative  pamphlet  and 
popular  leaflets.  As  to  the  Secretary's  proposed  letter,  he  was 
much  relieved  by  his  suggestion  of  reconsideration,  and  he 
hoped  for  an  assurance  that  it  would  not  be  sent  out  without 
the  unanimous  approval  of  the  Continuation  Committee.  At 
first  he  had  felt  in  favour  of  it,  but  he  had  been  converted  by 
the  discussion,  and  he  felt  that  it  would  be  initiating  action  of  a 
kind  which  would  not  be  right  for  the  Faith  and  Order  Move- 
ment. He  remembered  the  difficulties  which  had  arisen  at 
Lausanne  in  connection  with  the  Report  of  the  seventh  section, 
and  he  described  an  incident  in  his  own  see  city,  where,  by 
faithful  adherence  to  Faith  and  Order  principles,  he  had  been 
able  to  secure  that  at  the  beginning  of  Lent  a letter  was  sent 
jointly  to  every  inhabitant  by  all  the  ministers  of  religion,  and 
had  produced  a real  deepening  of  spiritual  life  and  improve- 
ment in  the  keeping  of  Good  Friday. 

Mrs.  Stebbins  : I should  like  to  say  a word  from  the 
rank  and  file  and  from  the  point  of  view  of  an  extremely  lay 
person.  I feel  very  strongly  that  in  matters  of  worship  there 
will  be  a practical  appeal  to  the  individual  lay  person  who  is 
active  and  loyal  to  his  church,  and  I feel  that  it  would  be 
extremely  helpful  in  promoting  the  oecumenical  movement  in 
the  United  States  if  this  Continuation  Committee  could  see 
its  way  to  keeping  before  lay  people  the  possibilities  of  shar- 
ing in  the  worship  of  others  somewhat  in  the  way  that  Dr. 
Tomkins  has  referred  to  earlier  this  afternoon.  At  our 
triennial  national  meeting  last  fall  we  women  of  the 
American  Episcopal  Church  felt  that  there  was  nothing 
disloyal  to  our  own  church  in  voting  that  we  should 
make  every  effort  to  familiarise  ourselves  with  the  worship 
of  other  churches.  I would  like  to  urge  the  Committee  to 
remember  that  the  lay  people  need  also  to  be  encouraged  to 
become  oecumenically  minded  in  order  that  the  movement 
may  become  a movement  of  the  whole  Church. 

Rev.  W.  Paton:  I want  to  say  four  things.  First  that 
I do  cordially  agree  with  Canon  Hodgson's  suggestion  that  we 
are  not  perhaps  ready  for  any  definite  type  of  action  such  as 
was  proposed,  but  that  we  should  form  a sort  of  preparatory 
commission  to  a commission.  Secondly,  I should  like  briefly 
to  raise  my  voice  in  endorsement  of  what  he  and  Mrs.  Stebbins 
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and  Mr.  Tomkins  have  said  about  the  supreme  importance  of 
trying  to  destroy  the  mutual  ignorance  which  exists  in  an 
enormous  measure  in  the  matter  of  worship.  I am  sure  that 
on  the  emotional  level,  which  is  immensely  important,  we  are 
still  very  ignorant  of  one  another.  Thirdly,  if  the  Committee 
later  should  consider  the  Dean  of  Chichester’s  proposal  for  a 
conference  I suggest  that  it  should  not  be  confined  to  the 
liturgical  churches.  I think  that  anything  which  is  done  under 
the  aegis  of  this  Committee  should  be  put  on  a wider  basis.  It 
is  well  known,  for  example,  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  is  full 
of  real  thought  on  that  fundamental  movement  of  thought  and 
action  which  goes  through  all  organised  worship.  And  lastly, 
may  I return  to  the  Younger  Churches.  I don’t  think  yet  that 
the  precise  nature  of  the  liturgical  problem  arises  in  the  Mission 
field,  but  the  problem  of  the  reality  of  worship  is  of  the  very 
highest  importance  and  is  coming  more  and  more  to  the  front 
in  the  preparation  for  the  Madras  meeting.  One  of  the  main 
themes  is  that  of  worship.  The  nature  of  the  problem  in 
India,  China,  Japan  and  Africa  is  the  relating  of  the  traditional 
Christian  worship  to  the  native  religious  cultures  and  thought 
forms.  I hope  that  it  may  be  possible  in  some  way  to  link 
the  results  of  the  Madras  meeting  with  studies  initiated  here. 

^ The  Secretary  said  it  was  clear  that  they  were  not 
sufficiently  advanced  to  proceed  at  this  meeting  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a commission.  He  proposed  that  the  Continuation 
Committee  should  meet  again  in  the  following  summer  and 
that  in  the  meantime  he  should  consult  with  various  people  in 
the  light  of  that  discussion  that  had  taken  place  and  would  try 
to  be  prepared  with  suggestions  which  might  lead  to  the 
setting  up  of  the  kind  of  commission  which  the  subject  really 
required.  He  reminded  the  meeting  of  what  he  had  said  before 
about  this  whole  subject  being  new  and  unexplored,  and  urged 
that  time  would  not  be  wasted  if  they  postponed  action  until 
they  could  be  more  sure  that  they  would  be  acting  rightly. 
In  the  summer  of  1939  it  should  be  possible  to  have  further 
discussion  which  would  lead  to  really  profitable  further  work, 
and  it  was  probable  that  the  Commission  on  the  subject  of  the 
Church  would  also  wish  at  that  meeting  to  take  further  counsel 
with  the  Committee  concerning  the  development  of  its  work. 

Dr.  Hornsby  asked  whether  there  could  then  be  taken  up 
the  question  of  intercommunion  which  Mr.  Hagan  had  brought 
forward. 

Dr.  Newton  Flew  said  that  he  wished  to  support  this 
and  to  support  it  by  reference  to  the  phrase  used  by  the 
Archbishop  of  York  in  his  sermon  at  Edinburgh  when  he  spoke 
of  our  division  at  this  point  being  the  greatest  of  all  scandals  in 
the  face  of  the  world.  He  felt  that  they  must  really  study 
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•seriously  this  most  crucial  issue,  studying  the  grounds  on  which 
some  wished  for  intercommunion  and  those  on  which  others 
thought  it  wrong. 

The  Chairman  said  that  this  must  certainly  be  included. 

The  Committee  then  adopted  the  Secretary’s  suggestion  ' 
that  a meeting  should  be  held  in  the  summer  of  1939.  (See  p. 
27.) 


CLOSING  SESSION. 

Thursday,  September  1st. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  Committee’s  business  the 
Chairman  expressed  the  thanks  of  the  Committee  to  Herr 
Braunschweig  and  Mr.  Patrick  for  their  services  as  inter- 
preters; to  the  Secretaries,  Canon  Hodgson  and  Dr.  Tomkins, 
and  to  the  members  of  their  staff,  Miss  Haines,  Frau  Helmsing 
and  Miss  Sladden;  and  to  Miss  Southwell,  Miss  Witz  and  the 
staff  of  St.  George’s  School. 

On  the  motion  of  Pastor  Boegner  the  Committee  then 
expressed  with  applause  its  thanks  to  the  Archbishop  of  York 
for  his  conduct  of  its  business  as  Chairman. 

Then  Committee  then  adjourned  to  the  Chapel  where  the 
meeting  ended  with  a service  of  thanksgiving  and  dedication 
conducted  by  the  Chairman. 
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RESOLUTIONS  PASSED. 


1.  That  the  most  Rev.  J.  G.  F.  Day,  Archbishop  of 
Armagh,  be  invited  to  fill  the  place  on  the  Committee  vacated 
by  the  resignation  of  the  Bishop  of  Down,  and  the  Rev.  W.  H. 
Greever,  D.D.,  the  place  vacated  by  the  death  of  Dr.  A. 
Steimle. 

2.  That  the  Rev.  H.  W.  Rennison  be  co-opted  to  mem- 
bership of  the  Committee. 

3.  That  Bishop  Azariah  ofDornakal,  Baron  v.  Boetzelaer 
v.  Dubbeldam,  and  Dr.  Visser  ’t  Hooft  be  asked  to  represent 
the  Committee  at  the  forthcoming  Meeting  of  the  International 
Missionary  Council  in  India. 

4.  That  the  thanks  of  the  Committee  be  expressed  to  the 
Student  Christian  Movement  Press  for  the  valuable  assistance 
given  to  the  Movement  in  the  publication  of  The  Second  World 
Conference  on  Faith  and  Order. 

5.  That  the  following  amendments  to  the  draft  Constitu- 
tion for  the  proposed  World  Council  of  Churches  drawn  up  at 
Utrecht  in  May,  1938,  are  necessary  if  that  Constitution  is  to 
satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  Edinburgh  Conference: 

(i)  The  insertion  of  the  following  words:  “ In  matters  of 
common  interest  to  all  the  Churches  and  pertaining  to 
Faith  and  Order,  the  Council  shall  always  proceed  in 
accordance  with  the  basis  on  which  the  Lausanne 
(1927)  and  Edinburgh  (1937)  Conferences  were  called 
and  conducted." 

(ii)  The  alteration  of  the  last  sentence  in  paragraph  VI, 
Appointment  of  Commissions , to  read  as  follows:  — 
“ There  shall  be  a Faith  and  Order  Commission  which 
shall  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  Second  World 
Conference  on  Faith  and  Order,  held  at  Edinburgh  in 
I937  • ’ ’ 

(iii)  The  Edinburgh  requirements  to  be  printed  in  full  in 
the  document  containing  the  Constitution. 

6.  That  the  Constitution  of  the  World  Council  as  pre- 
sented and  amended  conforms  to  the  requirements  made  at 
Edinburgh,  and  the  Faith  and  Order  members  of  the  con- 
stituent Committee  of  Fourteen  are  therefore  at  liberty  to 
co-operate  with  their  colleagues  in  submitting  this  scheme  to 
the  Churches. 

7.  That  this  Committee 

(i)  approves  the  appointment  of  a Provisional  Committee 
consisting  of  the  members  of  the  Committee  of  Four- 
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teen  appointed  by  the  Oxford  and  Edinburgh  Confer- 
ences, together  with  their  alternates  and  three 
additional  members  to  be  appointed  by  each  movement, 
to  act  for  Faith  and  Order  and  for  Life  and  Work  in 
matters  of  common  interest  until  the  World  Council  is 
constituted; 

(ii)  approves  a joint  appeal  through  the  Provisional  Com- 
mittee for  the  financial  support  of  the  two  movements 
during  the  interim; 

(iii)  directs  that  the  administration  of  Faith  and  Order  funds 
shall  be  in  the  hands  of  the  appointed  officers  of  the 
Continuation  Committee, 

(iv)  and  hereby  declares  its  understanding  that  in  this,  as 
in  all  other  respects,  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement 
retains  its  independence  until  the  World  Council  shall 
be  constituted  by  the  inaugural  meeting  of  the 
Assembly. 

8.  That  the  Committee  has  heard  with  appreciation  the 
resolution  of  the  Provisional  Committee  adopted  on  May  13th 
on  the  motion  of  Sir  Walter  Moberly  regarding  interim  co- 
operation, and  cordially  desires  its  secretariat  to  co-operate  as 
closely  as  possible  with  the  secretariat  of  the  Provisional 
Committee  in  matters  of  common  interest. 

9.  That  Dr.  Newton  Flew  and  Dr.  J.  H.  MacCracken  be 
appointed  members  of  the  aforesaid  Provisional  Committee, 
and  that  the  appointment  of  a third  member  be  postponed  until 
the  next  meeting  of  this  Continuation  Committee. 

10.  That  Dr.  J.  H.  MacCracken  and  Canon  Tatlow  be 
appointed  members  of  the  Joint  Finance  Committee  to  be 
established  by  the  aforesaid  Provisional  Committee,  and  that 
the  appointment  of  a third  member  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Archbishop  of  York  and  Canon  Tatlow. 

11.  That  the  following  expressions  of  opinion  be  for- 
warded to  the  Committee  of  Fourteen: 

(i)  It  would  greatly  help  in  commending  the  scheme  to  the 
Churches  if  the  proviso  in  par.  V (1),  “ It  shall  consist 
. . .”  were  clearly  explained  to  provide  that  in  the 
Assembly  every  Church  should  have  at  least  one  repre- 
sentative. 

(ii)  With  regard  to  par.  V.  (2),  the  Committee  suggests  that 
the  method  of  appointment  of  the  Central  Committee 
should  be  re-studied  by  the  Assembly  at  its  first  meeting 
and  would  raise  no  objection  to  the  Central  Committee 
being  appointed  directly  by  the  Assembly  so  long  as  the 
Assembly  itself  consists  of  delegates  directly  appointed 
by  the  Churches. 
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(iii)  The  attention  of  the  Committee  of  Fourteen  should  be 
drawn  to  the  following  extract  from  the  resolution 
passed  by  the  Methodist  Conference  (Great  Britain) 
1938 : ‘ ‘ While  the  two  Movements  are  thus  brought 

together  in  the  proposed  World  Council  of  Christian 
Churches,  they  should  not  be  merged,  but  each  should 
continue  to  have  such  freedom  to  carry  on  its  work  as 
will  serve  its  own  distinctive  ends.” 

12.  That  a Commission  be  appointed  under  the  chairman- 
ship of  Dr.  R.  Newton  Flew  to  study  the  subject  of  the  Church. 

13.  That  the  American  Section  of  the  Continuation  Com- 
mittee be  asked  to  appoint  a Theological  Committee  to  co- 
operate with  the  aforesaid  Commission  under  whatever  plan 
may  approve  itself  to  both  groups  after  full  consultation. 

14.  That  the  Treasurer's  Report  for  the  years  1936-1937 
and  1937-1938  be  adopted. 

15.  That  the  thanks  of  the  Committee  be  tendered  to  the 
United  States  Trust  Company  for  their  continued  services 
during  the  past  two  years. 

16.  That  the  budget  of  expenditure  for  the  year  1938-1939 
presented  by  Canon  Tatlow  and  Dr.  Tomkins  on  behalf  of  the 
Finance  Committee  be  approved. 

' 17.  That  the  next  meeting  of  the  Committee  be  held  in 
the  week  beginning  August  21st,  1939,  that  its  main  business 
be  the  further  consideration  of  the  steps  to  be  taken  to  promote 
the  study  of  liturgical  questions  in  accordance  with  the  Edin- 
burgh Conference  Report,  Ch.  VI,  v.  9,  that  this  subject  be 
held  to  include  the  study  of  the  problem  of  Intercommunion, 
and  that  opportunity  be  given  to  the  Commission  on  the 
Church  to  take  counsel  with  the  Committee  for  the  further 
development  of  its  work. 
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